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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32— HUNTING 
National  Elk  Refuge,  Wyo. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Wyoming 

NATIONAL  ELK  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  elk  on  the  National 
Elk  Refuge,  Wyo.,  is  permitted  only  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
17,607  acres,  is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters,  Jackson, 
Wyo.,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Post  Office  Box  1306,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.,  87103.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  covering  the  himting  of  elk  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  elk  himting  season  on  the  ref¬ 
uge  extends  from  September  18  through 
October  23,  1965. 

(2)  A  special  permit  is  required  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  holders  of  valid  1965  State  Elk 
Hunting  licenses.  Hunting  of  elk  shall 
be  limited  to  40  special  permits  per  week 
issued  by  the  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish 
Commission.  Each  permit  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  one  elk  of  either  sex.  The  special 
permits  shall  be  Issued  to  applicants  by 
drawing  at  12:30  p.m.,  on  Friday,  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1965,  and  at  12:30  p.m.,  each 
Friday  thereafter  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters. 

(3)  No  firearms  shall  be  discharged 
within  one-half  mile  of  any  building. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  October  23, 
1965. 

F.  Sheldon  Dart, 
Refuge  Manager, 

National  Elk  Refuge,  Jackson,  Wyo. 

August  23, 1965. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-9292;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Parker  River  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Mass. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Massachusetts 

PARKER  RIVER  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Himting  of  big  game  on  the  Parker 
River  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mass.,  is 
suspended  for  the  1965  season.  Annual 
inventory  of  big  game  ai  mals  indicates 
the  population  Is  such  that  no  hunting 
should  be  permitted  thL«.  year. 

WILLIAM  L.  French, 
Refuge  Manager, 
Neioburyport,  Mass. 

August  25, 1965. 

|P.R.  Doc.  65-9280;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Yazoo  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Miss. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Mississippi 

YAZOO  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  doves  on 
the  Yazoo  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Miss.,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  960  acres,  is 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters.  Route  1,  Hollan- 
dale.  Miss.,  and  from  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  809  Peachtree-Seventh  Build¬ 
ing,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30323.  Hunting  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  himting  of  mourning  doves  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  extends  from 
September  11  through  September  25,  ex¬ 
cluding  Sundays. 

(2)  Not  more  than  one  dog  per  hunter 
may  be  used  to  retrieve  mourning  doves. 

(3)  No  hunting  is  permitted  within 
250  yards  of  any  building  or  pastured 
cattle. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplonent  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  September  25, 1965. 


§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

YAZOO  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  squirrels  on  the 
Yazoo  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Miss., 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  2,240  acres,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Route  1,  Hollandale,  Miss.,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  809  Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh  Building,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
30323.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  regulations  cov- 
ermg  the  hunting  of  squirrels  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions  : 

(1)  The  open  season  extends  from 
October  15  through  October  30,  1965. 

(2)  Shotguns  only  may  be  used. 

(3)  No  dogs  are  permitted. 

(4)  No  hunting  is  permitted  within 
250  yards  of  any  building  or  pastured 
cattle. 

The  prbvisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and  are 
effective  through  October  30,  1965. 

Walter  A.  Gresh, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 
]F.R.  Doc.  65-9281;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Chautauqua  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  III.,  et  al. 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

South  Dakota 

LACREEK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Correction.  In  F.R.  Volume  30,  Num¬ 
ber  153,  appearing  on  page  9913  of  the 
issue  for  Tuesday,  August  10.  1965,  the 
paragraph  relating  to  public  hunting  of 
blue-winged,  green-winged,  and  cinna¬ 
mon  teal  on  the  Lacreek  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  S.  Dak.,  is  deleted  m  its  en¬ 
tirety.  The  effect  of  this  correction  is  the 
prohibition  of  teal  hunting  on  the  La¬ 
creek  National  Wildlife  Refuge  during 
the  special  September  season  on  teal  else¬ 
where  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

R.  W.  Burwell, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

August  26. 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9282;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Interpretation  24] 

PART  362— REGULATIONS  FOR  EN¬ 
FORCEMENT  OF  THE  FEDERAL  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE,  FUNGICIDE,  AND  RO- 
DENTICIDE  ACT 

Interpretation  With  Respect  to  Claims 
for  Safety  and  Nontoxicity  on  La¬ 
beling  of  Economic  Poisons 

On  February  13,  1965,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (30  F.R. 
2033),  a  notice  of  the  proposed  issuance 
of  Interpretation  24  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  with  respect  to  claims  for  safety  and 
nontoxicity  on  labeling  of  economic 
poisons.  Interested  persons  were  given 
thirty  days  in  which  to  submit  data, 
views,  or  comments  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  interpretation. 

After  consideration  of  all  material  sub¬ 
mitted,  pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
§  362.3  of  the  regulations  (7  CJFR  362.3) 
xmder  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  UJ5.C.  135-135k) , 
Interpretation  24  with  respect  to  claims 
for  safety  and  nontox^city  on  labeling 
of  economic  poisons  is  ^hereby  issued  as 
§  362.122  of  Part  362,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  362.122  Interpretation  with  respect  to 
claims  for  safety  and  nontoxicity  on 
labeling  of  economic  poisons. 

(a)  Requirements  of  the  act  and  reg¬ 
ulations.  The  act  provides  that  an  eco¬ 
nomic  poison  or  device  is  misbranded  if 
its  labeling  bears  any  statement,  design, 
or  graphic  representation  relative  there¬ 
to  or  to  its  ingredients  which  is  false  or 
misleading  in  any  particular  (7  n.S.C. 
(z)  (1) ) .  Section  362.14(a)  (5)  prohibits 
the  use  of  unwarranted  claims  as  to  the 
safety  of  the  economic  poison  or  its  in¬ 
gredients,  including  statements  such  as 
“safe,”  “non-poisonous,”  “non-injuri- 
ous,”  or  “harmless”  with  or  without  such 
a  qualifying  phrase  as  “when  used  as  di¬ 
rected.”  This  section  does  provide  for 
limited  claims  for  non-toxicity  on  those 
products  which  are  determined  by  the 
Director  to  be  non-toxic  to  humatis  and 
pets. 

(b)  Economic  poisons  not  permitted  to 
have  any  claims  for  non-toxicity.  (1) 
No  claim  for  non-toxicity  to  man  or 
animals  shall  be  made  for  any  economic 
poison  that  is  required  to  have  any 
precautionary  labeling  relative  to  the 
toxicity  of  the  product.  (2)  No  new 
economic  poison  will  be '  permitted  to 
bear  claims  of  non-toxicity  until  con¬ 
vincing  evidence  based  on  practical  ex¬ 
perience  has  shown  that  such  claims  are 
warranted. 

(c)  Economic  poisons  permitted  to 
bear  limited  claims  for  non-toxicity. 
An  economic  poison  may  have  such 
labeling  claims  as  “ncm-toxlc  to  humans 
and  pets”  when:  (1)  Use  of  such  claims 
is  not  precluded  by  i>aragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  and  (2)  such  claims  are 
supported  by  (i)  adequate  toxicity  data 


on  the  specific  product  including  active 
and  inert  ingredients  to  show  that  no 
warning  or  caution  statements  are 
necessary,  (U)  subacute  and  chronic  tox¬ 
icity  data  on  test  animals  sufficient  to 
demonstrate  that  an  adequate  margin  of 
safety  exists  between  the  dosages  caus¬ 
ing  detectable  effects  and  those  re<5om- 
mended  for  effe(^tive  use  (up  to  100  fold 
margin  of  safety  may  be  required) ,  and 
(iii)  human  and/or  animal  experience 
data  demonstrating  that  humans  and/or 
animals  are  not  likely  to  be  injured  by 
the  chemical  under  any  reasonably 
foreseeable  conditions. 

Products  meeting  these  requirements 
may  be  exempted  from  the  provisions  of 
§  362.9(a)  with  respect  to  the  statement 
“Keep  Out  of  Reach  of  Children.” 

(d)  Prominence  of  claims  for  non¬ 
toxicity.  Claims  for  non-toxicity  per¬ 
mitted  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
may  aiH>ear  anywhere  in  the  labeling 
provided  they  do  not  appear  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  be  misleading  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  They  must  be  printed  in  type  of 
a  size  and  style  bearing  a  reasonable 
relationship  to  other  print  on  that  part 
of  the  label  on  which  they  appear  and 
comply  with  the  following  maximum 
type  sizes. 

Maximum 


type  size 

Size  of  label  panel  permitted 

Less  than  60  square  inches _ 12  point. 

60  square  inches  and  above _ 18  point. 


Repetition  of  claims  for  non-toxicity 
permitted  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  held  to  a  minimum  and 
will  not  be  permitted  when,  in  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  Director,  such  repetition  is 
likely  to  encourage  misuse  of  the  prod¬ 
uct,  or  tend  to  crowd  or  o^ure  other 
information  required  by  the  act  and 
regulations  to  appear  on  the  labeling. 

Effective  date.  This  interpretation 
shall  become  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  this  27th  day  of  August  1965. 

Justus  C.  Ward, 

Director, 

Pesticides  Regulation  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-9304:  Filed.  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[OCC  Grain  Price  Suppcx^  Regs.  1965-Crop 
Barley  Supp.,  Arndt.  1  ] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1965-Crop  Barley  Loan  and 
Purchase  Program 

Support  Rates 
Correction 

In  Fit.  Doc.  65-8811,  appearing  at 
page  10936  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  Au¬ 
gust  24,  1965,  the  following  correction  is 
made  in  $  1421.2251(e) :  The  rate  per 
bushel  for  New  Orleans,  La.,  should  reed 
”1.08”  instead  of  “1.80”. 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 
SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT 

[Docket  No.  6726;  Arndt.  39-130] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Models  707B,  707C,  and  720B 
Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  the  existing  forward  thrust 
reverser  indicating  light  switch  striker 
bracket  on  the  subject  airplanes  was 
published  in  30  F.R.  8062. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  One  comment 
requested  that  the  compliance  time  be 
extended  to  1,800  hours’  time  in  service 
if  the  necessary  parts  cannot  be  supplied 
by  the  nmnufacturer  in  time  for  com¬ 
pliance  in  accordance  with  the  AD.  The 
manufacturer  has  advised  the  Agency 
that  the  parts  can  be  made  available  in 
sufficient  time  to  (xxnply  with  the  AD 
within  the  1,200  hour  compliance  time 
initially  proposed.  An  operator  re¬ 
quested  that  its  equivalent  modification 
that  has  been  approved  be  noted  as  an 
approved  equivalent  in  the  AD.  This 
note  has  been  added  to  the  AD. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Boeing.  Applies  to  Models  707B,  707C,  and 
720B  Series  airplanes. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  1,200 
hours’  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD  unless  already  eccompllshed. 

The  forward  thrust  reverser  Indicating 
light  switch  striker  bracket  may  be  distorted 
by  reverser  actuation  Impact  loads  resulting 
In  false  indications  of  reverser  operation. 
To  correct  this  condition,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Replace  existing  sheet  metal  striker 
brackets,  P/N  66-14  396-1,  with  cast  striker 
bracket,  P/N  69-31381-1  or  equivalent  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  2039 
dated  December  21,  1964  or  later  PAA-ap- 
proved  revision. 

(b)  Approval  of  any  equivalent  means 
shall  be  processed  through  the  Aircraft  En¬ 
gineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

Note:  Western  Airlines  EA  720-20165,  dated 
September  6,  1964,  is  an  equivalent  that  has 
been  approved  by  the  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1058,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  2, 1965. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
26, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9268;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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SUICHAPTER  F — AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  6815;  Arndt.  441  ] 

part  97— standard  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  the  standard  instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classifi¬ 
cation  now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished 
In  this  amendment  indicating  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedme  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

'  In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  P.R.  5662) ,  Part  97  (14 
CFR  Part  97)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  following  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(b)  to  read: 

ADF  Standard  Instrumrnt  Approach  Procbdurr 

Bearing!),  heudlngr,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSI..  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
nnijM  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dlflerent  procedure  for  such  airport  autborix^  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Avtotion  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
ihttii  be  made  over  specifled  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


'Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

1 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

PROCEDURE  CANCELED,  EFFECTIVE  4  SEPTEMBER  1066,  OR  UPON  DECOMMISSIONING  OF  FACILITY. 

City, Akron;  State,  Colo.;  Airport  name,  Washington  County;  Elev.,  4605';  Fac.  Class.,  BH;  Ident.,  AKO;  Procedure  No.  1,  Aindt.  1;  Efl.  date,  24  Aug.  63;  Sup.  Arndt.  No, 

Orig.;  Dated,  8  June  63 


BRO VOR . 

LOM . 

1600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-yi 

BRO  RBn . . . 

LOM . 

1600 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

fOO-VA 

8-dn-17L* . 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  363°  Outbnd,  173*  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  173*— 3.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  left,  climb  to  UMK)' 
on  BRO  VOR  R-0^  within  16  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  1200'  on  bearing,  173*  from  LOM  within  4.5  miles. 

Caution:  166'  water  tank,  0.6  mile  W  of  airport. 

'Reducthm  of  landing  visibility  below  H  mile  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  LOM  within  United  States,  2100'. 

City,  Brownsville;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  Rio  Grande  Valley  International;  Elev.,  22';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  BR;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  18;  Etf.  date,  4  Sept.  66; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  17;  Dated,  10  Apr.  W 


SAT  VOR 

T/IM 

2200 

T-dn . 

300-1 

3001 

200^2 
5001 H 
4001 

SAT  RRn 

TA)M  .  . 

2200 

400-1 

5001 

LOM _ 

Direct _  ...  __ 

2200 

8ldn-3 . 

400-1 

4001 

IA>M _ 

2200 

A-dn . 

8002 

8002 

8002 

lAlM  IfinaP 

2000 

Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  procedures. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  212°  Outbnd,  032°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  032°— 3.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  up<m  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.9  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  left,  proceed  direct 
to  SAT  RBn,  climb  to  3300'  «i  364°  crs  within  20  miles  of  SAT  RBn  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  3000'  on  crs  of  032°  within  20  miles  of  SAT  LOM. 

Runways  17-36  restricted  to  2-engine  aircraft  and  smaller. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000°-360°— 3100'. 

City,  San  Antimio;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  San  Antonio  International;  Elev.,  808';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  SA;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  22;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept.  66;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  21;  Dat^,  K  Apr.  62 


SAT  VOR . 1 . 

SAT  RBn . 

2600 

T-dn . 

3001 

3001 

20O3t 

SAT  VOR . 

1500 

C-dn 

4001 

5001 

500-U2 

8-dn-17 . 

4001 

4001 

NA 

A-dn . . 

8002 

8002 

8002 

If  passage  of  SAT  VOR  on  final  approach  not  deter- 

mined,  minimums  become: 

c-dn* . 

7001 

1  7001 

1  7001!  2 

S-dn-ir . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  356°  Outbnd,  176°  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles.  ' 

Minimum  altitnde  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'.* 

Crs  and  distance,  SAT  RBn  to  airport,  175°— 2.3  mllra. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  aceompILsIied  witliin  2.3  miles  after  passing  SAT  RBn,  climb  to  2600'  on 
175°  bearing  from  SA'T  RBn  within  ‘20  miles. 

Note:  Radar  fix  over  SAT  VOR  may  be  used  to  determine  VOR  passage  on  final  approach. 

Runways  17-36  restricted  to  2-engiDe  aircraft  and  smaller. 

*Maint^  2200'  until  S  of  SAT  VOR  on  final  approach.  If  passage  of  SAT  VOR  not  determined,  minimum  altitude  over  SAT  RBn,  2200'. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facUity:  000°-360°— 3100'. 

City,  San  Antonio;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  San  Antonio  International;  Elev.,  SOS';  Fac.  Class.,  SABH;  Ident.,  SAT;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  8;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept.  66;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  7;  Dated,  18  Jan.  64 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


ADF  Standasd  iMaxBoiiBNT  Appboach  Pbociddri — Continued 


Transition 


From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

SAT  VOR . 

LOM . - . . . 

SAT  RBn . . . 

LOM . 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mininiums 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  lea  | 

65  knots 
or  lees 

More  than 
65  knots 

3000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

3000 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

8-dn-l-2* . 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
65  knots 


fiOO-14 

606-1 

806-2 


Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  procedures. 

I’rocedure  turn  W  side  of  NW  crs,  303“  Outbnd,  123“  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  LOM  on  final  approach  crs,  2600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  123—5.9  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.9  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  right,  intercept  and 
climb  to  2500'  on  175“  bearing  from  SAT  RBn  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  3000'  on  SAT  VOR  R-158  within  20  miles. 

Runways  17-35  restricted  to  2-engine  aircraft  and  smaller. 

*  Reductitm  of  landing  visibihty  below  H  mile  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facihty:  000“-360“— 3100'. 


City,  San  Antonio;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  San  Antonio  International;  Elev.,  806';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  AN;  Procedure  No.  3,  Arndt.  8;  ES.  date,  4  Sept.  65;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  7;  DatM,  28  Apr.  62 


T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

C-dn* . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-14 

i  j 

S-dn-28 . 

500-1 

600-1 

500-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  103*  Outbnd,  283*  Inbnd,  1200'  within  10  miles.  Descend  to  landing  minimums  immediately  upon  completion  of  procedure  turn. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  103“— 1.2  mUes. 

U  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  proceed  to  S  YA  RBn  at  or  above  700',  turn  left,  continue 
climb  to  1700'  on  103“  bearing  SYA  RBn  within  20  miles.  Make  left  turn  from  Runway  28. 

C AunoN:  Antennas,  44flr— 1.1  miles  N  of  approach  end  Runway  10,  antennas  330'— 1.0  mile  N  of  approach  end  Runway  28.  Restricted  .Vrea  R-2204, 1.1  miles  N  of  Runway 
10/28.  Runway  18/36  VFR  emergency  use  only. 

Notb:  Takeoff  Rimway  10  straight  out «  right  turn;  Runway  28  left  turn. 

*A11  maneuvering  to  Runway  10/28  to  be  conducted  S  of  nmway. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  faculty:  020“-110“— 2000';  110“-200“— 1500';  200“-290“— 1500';  290“-020“— 1500'. 

City,  Shemya;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Shemya  AFS;  Elev.,  95';  Fac.  Class.,  HW;  Ident.,  SYA;  Procedure  No.  1,  .kmdt.  2;  EtT.  date,  4  Sept.  05;  Sup.  .Vindt.  No.  1;  Dated, 

20  June  64 

2.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(c)  to  read: 

VOR  Standaed  Instrument  Appboach  Pboceocre 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  CeUings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otberwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shaU  be  in  accordance  with  the  foUowing  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shaU  be  m^e  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shaU  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From- 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn . 

700-1 

700-1 

700-14 

8-dn-l6R** . 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  007*  Outbnd,  187“  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  (aciUty  to  ainxirt,  175“— 5.1  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.1  miles  after  passing  VOR,  turn  right,  climb  (0 
3000'  on  R-189  within  15  miles  w,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-125  within  20  miles. 

Cauhon:  Tank,  855'— 1.2  miles  W  of  final  approach  cr^  2.3  miles  NW  of  airport. 

*200-14  authorize  on  Runways  16R,  34L,  12R,  and  30L  only. 

**  Reduction  of  landing  visibility  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  faciUty:  000“-090“— JIAO';  090“-180“— 2000';  180“--270“— 3000’;  270“-360“— 2400'. 

City,  Austin;  State,  Tex.;  Airpmtname,  Robert  Mueller  Municipal;  Elev.,  631';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  AUS;  ProcedureNo.  1,  Arndt.  10;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept.  65;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  15;  DaM,  3  July  65 


CRP  RBn... . 

CRP  VOR . . . 

2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

CRP  VOR  (final) . 

1500 

C-d.._ 

700-1 

700-1 

700-14 

C-n . 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2  ■ 

8-d-17* . 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1 

8-n-ir _ 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 

A-dn.. . 

800-2 

800-2 

800  2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  011*  Outbnd,  191“  Inbnd,  XOff  within  10  miles. 

.Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1500', 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  ahport,  101*— 7.0  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  7.9  miles  after  passing  CRP  VOR,  turn  left,  intercept 
C  RP  VOR  R-182  and  proeeed  to  Pogo  Int,  climbing  to  2000'. 

*  Reduction  of  landmg  visibility  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  25  milee  of  facility;  000*-4»0“— 1400';  090“-180*— 1400';  180*-270*— 2100';  270“-Sa0*— ISOV. 

City,  Corpus  Christ!;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name.  Corpus  Christ!  International;  Elev.,  43';  Fae.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CRP;  Procedure  No.  I,  Amdt.  10;  Eff.  date,  4 

Sept.  65;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  9;  Dated,  3  July  65 


Thursday,  September  2,  1965 
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VOR  Standard  Inbtrumbnt  Approach  Pkocedcre — Continued 


'Transitiao 

Celling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

Tty- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

T-dn . 

300-1 

mm 

C-d . 

700-1 

1  700-m 

C-n . 

700-2 

_ L 

A-dn . 

NA 

1  NA 

j  NA 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  136°  Outbnd,  316*  Inbnd,  2200'  witliin  10  miles. 

Minim  uni  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1900'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  316*— 9.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  miniiuums  or  if  landing  not  accoiii|)lishcd  witliin  9.3  miles  after  passing  LRI)  VOR,  climb  to  25U<J'  on 
LRD  R-316  within  20  miles. 

Caution:  Final  approach  crosses  I^aredo  AFB  where  extensive  jet  training  is  being  conducted. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000*-360*— 2200'. 

City,  Laredo;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  Laredo  Municipal;  Kiev.,  524';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  LRU;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept.  65;  Sup.  Am<lt. 

No.  2;  Dated,  3  July  65 


RAY  VORTAC . 

3000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

•m-H 

RAY  VORTAC . 

2900 

C-dn . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1  f'i 

8-dn-17R# . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

8-dn-17L . 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  007*  Outbnd,  187*  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2200'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  Runway  17L,  177* — 4.1  miles;  Runway  17R,  185*— 3.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplislied  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  RAY  VORTAC,  proceed  to 
LN  LOM  climbing  to  2700',  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  intercept  RAY  VORTAC  R-176  climbing  to  2900'  within  10  miles,  turn  left,  return  to  RAY  VORTAC. 

Notes:  (1)  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification.  (2)  Approach  from  holding  pattern  not  authorized,  procedure  turn  required. 
•300-1  required  Runways  17L-36R. 

f400-*4  authorized,  except  for  4-engine  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facUity:  045*-135*— 2500';  135*-225*— 2700';  225*-316*— 3500';  315*-045*— 2900'. 

City,  Lincoln;  State,  Nebr.;  Airport  name,  Lincoln  Municipal/AFB;  Elev.,  1198';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  RAY;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept.  6,5; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  17  Apr.  65 


COL  VOR . 

Via  COL  R-046... 

2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

•200-> .. 

CRI  VOR  (final) . 

Via  R-221# . 

••1000 

LDIN-dn-13L%. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

LDIN-dn-13R%. 

1000-3 

1000-3 

1000-3 

C-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A-dn . 

1000-3 

1000-3 

10003 

Procedure  turn  not  authorizc<l. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  **1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  lew-in  lights,  041*— 1.7  miles.  Arc  distance  via  lead-in  liglits  to  Runway  13L,  4.8  miles;  13  R.  3.7  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplislied  within  2.5  miles  after  passing  C  RI  VO  R,  at  the  Int  of  the  295° 
radialofJFKVOR, or  iflanding  not  accomplished  proceed  direct  toJFKVOR,  thence  viaJFK  R-077  to  DPR  VOR  climbing  to  ;1000'.  Hold  E  1-minutc  left  turns.  Inlmd 
crs,  257*. 

f  Radar  vectors  autliorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

%LDIN  (lead-in  light  system)  must  lie  o|)erational  to  execute  this  procedure. 

When  visual  reference  estalilished  at  2.5  miles  beyond  CRI  VOR,  follow  lead-in  liglits  to  Runway  I3L  or  13 R. 

Do  not  descend  below  500'  until  runway  threshold  in  sight. 

••When  directed  by  ATC  cross  CRI  VO  R  and/or  JFK  VOR  R-280  between  1100'  and  2000'. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°  P90°— 1900';  090*-180*— 1400';  180*-270*— 1600';  270*-360*— 2500'. 

City,  New  York;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  name,  John  F.  Kennedy  International;  Elev.,  12';  Fac.  Class.,  TVOR-W;  Ident.,  CRI;  Procedure  No.  VOR-13L/13R,  .\nult.  2;  Ell.  date, 

4  Sept.  65;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  1;  Dated,  30  Jan.  65 


SAT  RBn . 

.  SAT  VOR . 

-2600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200  *  2 

Bcrgheim  Int 

. 1  SAT  VOR  (final) . 

-2600 

C-dn# . 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1*^2 

8-dn-17# . 

400-1 

400-1 

NA 

1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  procedures. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  355*  Outbnd,  175*  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2600';  over  SAT  RBn,  1500'. 

Crs  and  distance,  SAT  VOR  to  airport,  175*— 6.3  miles;  SAT  RBn  to  airport,  175*— 2.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  In  :innu' 
on  R-15g  within  20  miles  or,  when  dirMted  by  ATC,  turn  left  and  climb,  via  SAT  ILS  NE  crs,  to  3000'  within  20  miles,  or  climb  via  R-174  to  2500'  within  20  miles. 

Runways  17-^  restrict^  to  2-engine  aircraft  and  smaller. 

#Descent  below  1500'  not  authorized  if  position  over  SAT  RBn  not  determined. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  faciUty :  000°-360°— 3100'. 

City,  San  Antonio;  State,  Tex.;  Airixirt  name,  San  .\ntonio  International;  Elev.,  808';  Fac.  Class.,  II-BVORT.\C;  Ident.,  SAT;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  13;  Eff.  date,  4  .''cpI.  (>5; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  12;  Dated,  28  Apr.  62 


2300 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-'2 

•1400 

C-d* . 

500-1 

500-14 

500-1 ''i 

!  C-n^ . 

60O-l>i 

500-2  ■ 

.')0O-2  ■ 

1  S-dn-38#r . 

500-1 

500-1 

NA 

!  .\-dn . 

! 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authoriz<'<i  in  accordance  with  approved  procedures. 

Procedure  turn  not  authmlzed. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Olmos  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  1400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Olmos  Int  to  airport,  354°— 2.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  umn  descent  to  autliorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.3  miles  after  passing  Olmos  Int,  {iroceod  direct  to 
S.VT  VOR,  climb  to  3300'  on  R-353  witliin  20  miles  of  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  33(»'  on  licaring  355*  from  S.\T  RBn  within  20  mil«!. 

IMuintain  2300'  until  N  of  LVR  R-270. 

Runways  17-35  restricted  to  2-engioe  aircraft  and  smaller. 

•Descent  below  1400'  and  ceiling  le^  tlian  600'  not  authorized  unless  position  over  Olmos  Int  is  identifieil  on  final  approach. 

#1  Reduction  of  landing  visibility  below  %  mile  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000*-360*-3100'. 


Clly,  San  Antonio;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  San  Antonio  International;  Elev.,  808';  Fac.  Class.,  U-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SAT;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept.  65; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  28  Apr.  62 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


3.  By  amending  the  followirg  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.13  to  read: 

Tkkmimal  VOR  Stamdau  Instbuihnt  Appboach  Pbocsoubb 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSB.  Ceilings  ate  in  feet  above  idrport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  foUowing  Instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  appixmch  is  conducts  in  accordance  with  a  dlfletent  procedure  for  such  airport  autborizM  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
Shull  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From^ 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

HRT,  VOR 

MFE  VOR 

2000 

T-dn 

3(KP1 
700-1 
700-1 
800-2 
ped  with  o[ 
ved,  minimu 
1  500-1 

500-1 

300-1 
700-1 
700-1 
800-2 
>erating  dua 
ms  become; 

1  500-1 

500-1 

2004< 

70O-1M 

700-1 

800-2 

1  VOR  and 

1  SOO-IM 

500-1 

C-dn . . 

S-dn-U. . 

A-dn. . . 

If  aircraft  equip 
Tacos  Int  reoel 

C-dn. . 

3-dn-13* _ 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  315*  Outbnd,  135*  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Minimum  altitude  over  focUity  on  final  approach  crs,  000'. 

Crs  and  distance.  Tacos  Int  to  airport,  135*— 4.1  milee;  breakofi  point  to  Runway  13, 131*— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authwized  landing  minunums  or  if  landing  not  accoinplUluHl  within  0.0  mile  of  MFF.  VO  R,  climb  to  1600'  on  MFE  R-066 
within  IS  miles.  Beyond  15  miles  not  authorized. 

Caution:  257'  water  tower,  0.9  mile  N;  398'  tower,  3.0  miles  ENE;  445'  tower,  5.0  miles  NW;  270'  tower,  1.6  miles  N  of  airfMrt. 

Other  change:  Deletes  transition. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  faciUty  within  United  States;  000*-090*— 2100';  090*-270*— 1500';  270*-360°— 1700'. 

*  Reduction  of  landing  visibility  below  H  mile  not  authorized. 

City,  McAllen;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  luune,  Miller  International;  Elev.,  106';  Fac.  Class.,  LBVOR;  Ident.,  MFE;  Procedure  No.  TuVOK-13,  Arndt.  5;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept.  65; 

Sup.  Aiindt.  No.  4;  Dated,  9  Mar.  63 

4.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange — distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures 
prescribed  in  §  97.15  to  read: 

VOR/DME  Standabd  Instbdmcnt  Appboach  Pbocedubb 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSI..  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  rtmtes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  writh  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  partlcu^  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engiue  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

2300 

1000 

T-dii». 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

200->i 

5flO-i;i 

500-1 

800-2 

7-mile  D.ME  Fix  R-195 . 

C-dn . 

S-dn-1 . 

A-dn . 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude,  Oreenbush  Int  to  7-miIe  DME  Fix  R-195,  2300';  7-mlle  DME  Fix  R-195  to  4-mile  DME  Fix  (final),  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakoff  point  to  runway,  011*— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  establtehed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.0  miles  after  passing  the  final  fix  (or  over  the  VO  R), 
climb  straight  ahead  to  3000'  direct  to  Bemis  Int.  Hold  N  of  Bemis  Int.,  1-minute  right  turns,  206*  Inbnd. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000*-090*— 3000';  090*-180*— 4000';  180®-270*— 3500';  270»-360*— 3500'. 

*300-1  required  for  takeoffs  on  Runways  10,  28, 15,  and  33. 

City,  Albany;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  name,  Albany  County;  Kiev.,  288';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ALB;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  5,  Amdt.  Orlg.;  Eff.  date, 

4  Sept.  65 


West  Chester  VOR . 

15-mile  DME  Fix  EWT  R-287 . 

2100 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

300-H 

(counter  clock- 

C-dn . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 H 

wise). 

8-dn-9 . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

l.Vmile  DME  Fix  EWT  R-287 . 

2000 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

(clockwise). 

Procedure  turn  not  authorized.  Transitions  to  final  approach  required. 

Minimum  altitudes  on  final  approach  Radia!-287— 15-mile  DME  Fix  to  9-mile  D.ME  Fix,  1900';  9-mile  DME  Fix  to  5-mile  DME  Fix,  1500';  5-mile  DME  Fix  to  EWT  VOR, 
600'.  Breakoff  point  to  Runwav  9.  086*— 1.0  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established' upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  EWT  VOR,  make  left-climbing  turn  to  2000' 
on  EWT  VOR  B-270  and  proceed  to  Elkton  Int.  Hold  W  of  Elkton  Int  on  EWT  VOR  R-270,  1-minute  right  turns. 

.Maior  change:  Deletes  transition  fiom  Town  Point  Int. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  faciUty:  270*-180*— 2100';  180*^270*— 1600'. 

City,  Wilmington;  State,  Del.;  Airport  name.  Greater  Wilmington;  Elev.,  79*;  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  EWT;  Procedure  No.  VO  R/DME-1,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept. 

65;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  1;  Dated,  31  July  65 


Thursday,  September  2,  1965 
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5.  By  amending  the  following  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.17  to  read: 

us  STAMOAKD  1N8TEUUBKX  API'KOACH  PBOCBUCU 

Bearings,  beadiugs,  oonises  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilinga  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

U  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
nniagj  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  difterent  prooedute  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  init  ial  approaches 
Eliall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  asset  forth  below. 


Transition 

(Jelling  and  visibility  mlnlmnma 

From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

MifilmiiTn 

altitude 

(feet) 

1 

Condition 

1  2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

PROCEDURE  CANCELED,  EFFECTIVE  4  SEPTEMBER  1B66. 

City.  Albany;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  name,  Albany  County;  Elev.,  288';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-ALB;  Proced<  No.  ILS-1  (back  ers),  Arndt.  0;  Efl.  date,  9  Jan.  65;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  7  Dec.  63 


2300 

T-dn* _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)i 

2300 

C-dn _ 

600-1 

600-1 

500-iH 

4-mile  DM  E  Fix  on  localizer  ers  (final)  **. 

1000 

S-dn-li 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1  ' 

X-da _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

l^occdure  turn  E  side  of  ers,  191°  Outbnd,  011°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles  of  Hudson  Int.** 

Minimum  altitude,  Oreenbusb  Int  to  Hudson**  Int  on  final  approach  ers,  2300';  Hudson**  Int  to  4-mile**  DME  Fix  on  localizer  ers  (final),  1009'. 

No  glide  slope. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  latullng  not  acoompllsbed  within  4J)  miles  after  passing  tbe  final  fix,  climb  to  1800'  on 
K  os  of  ALB  ILS  to  AL  LOM,  hold  N  of  AL  LOM,  right  turns,  l-minute,  191°  Inbnd. 

Note:  DME  should  not  be  used  to  determine  aircraft  position  over  the  runway  threshold  w  touchdown  point. 

*300-1  required  for  takeoffs  on  Runways  10,  28, 15,  and  33. 

*'Hudson  Int  and  the  4-mile  DME  Fix  may  be  substituted  by  a  Radar  fix. 

authorized,  except  for  4-engine  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Albany;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  name,  Albany  County;  Elev.,  288';  Fac.  Clas.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-ALB;  Procedure  No.  ILS-1  (back  ers),  Arndt.  Orlg.;  Eff.  date,  4  Sept.  65 


LOM . 

1600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

20O-H 

LOM  (final) . 

Direct . 

1600 

C-dn . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-i^ 

B-dn-5* . 

WO-H 

A-dn . . 

£00-2 

gec  2 

600-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  utilizing  Macon  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  SW  ers,  ^*  Outbnd,  047*  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1600'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1490'— 3.8  miles;  at  MM,  540'— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  de^nt  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2000'  on  ers,  047*  within  15  miles  of  LMM  or,  when 
directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climbing  to  2000'  direct  to  LOM. 

Caution:  848'  tower,  5.5  miles  NE  of  airport  on  missed  approach  ers. 

Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled,  after  being  reidentifled. 

*S00-*(  required  when  glide  sloi'e  not  utilized. 

City,  Macon;  State,  Qa.;  Airport  name,  Macon  Mtmicipal;  Elev.,  354';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-MCN;  Procedure  No.  ILS-%,  Arndt.  9;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept.  65;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  8; 

Dated,  31  July  65 


LOM . . .  -  .  - 

2200 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

soo-iyi 

aoo-H 

600-2 

TLS  RW  cm  _ 

175*— 3.3  mltoi _ 

2200 

C-dn _ _  .. 

400-1 

600-1 

LOM _ _ 

Direct-- _ _ 

2200 

8-da-a» _ 

200 

200-H 

600-2 

LOM _ 

Direct...... 

2200 

A-dn _ 

600^2 

I.OM  _ 

Direct . -  _ 

2200 

LOM  (final) _ 

Direct -  - 

2100 

Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  procedures. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  SW  ers,  212°  Outbnd,  032*  Inbnd,  2200' within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  2100'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  2050'— 3.9  mQes;  at  MM,  1000'— 0.6  mBe. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  turn  left,  proceed  direct  to  SAT  VOR,  climbing  to  3300'  on 
R-353  within  20  miles  of  SA'T  VOR  or,  when  dirMted  by  A'TC,  turn  right  and  climb  to  3000'  on  R-158  within  20  miles  Of  SA'P  VOR,  or  climb  to  3000'  on  NE  ers  of  SAT  ILS 
within  20  miles  of  SA  LOM. 

Runways  17-35  restricted  to  2-engine  aircraft  and  smaller. 
f40O-’4  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

City,  San  Antonio;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  name,  San  Antonio  International;  Elev.,  808';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SAT;  Procedure  No.  ILS-3,  Arndt.  22;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept.  65; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  21;  Dated,  28  Apr.  62 
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6.  By  amending  the  following  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.19  to  read: 

Radar  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautlsel 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  stetnte  miles. 

If  a  radar  Instrument  approe^  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  dlflermt  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specifled 
routes.  Minimum  altitudefs)  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  (^Mration  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  Identification  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  radar  controller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorised  landing  minlmums,  the  instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 
(A)  visual  contact  is  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  authorized  landing  minlmums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue 
the  approach  except  wbMi  the  radar  controller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication 
on  final  approadi  is  lost  for  more  than  5  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for  more  than  30  seconds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controiier; 
(C)  visual  contact  is  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums;  or  (D)  if  kmding  Is  not  accomplished. 


'Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

'To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  Imots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

T-dn . 

C-dn . . 

S-dn-6* . 

A-dn . 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-!^ 

50O-1H 

400-1 

800-2 

Radar  transition  to  final  approach  crs,  authorized.  Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  Anchorage  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

All  bearings  are  from  the  radar  site  with  sector  azimuths  progressing  clockwise. 

Radar  control  will  provide  1000'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-mile  radius  or  SOO'  vN'tical  clearance  within  a  3-  to  5-mile  (inclusive)  radius  of  4400'  Mount  Susitna  30  miles 
NW,  terrain,  2000'— 6  miles  SB,  and  4600'  terrain,  20  miles  8. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  straight  ahead  to  600',  turn  right,  continue  climb  to 
1500'  on  SW  crs  AC  LFR  within  15  miles,  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  cross  AN  LOM  at  or  above  ISOO*,  continue  climb  to  1500'  on  bMring,  244*  AN  LOM 
within  15  miles. 

Caution:  Standard  clearance  not  provided  In  final  approach  area;  terrain,  373'— 1.6  miles  SW  of  airport  and  1.6  miles  S  of  approach  to  Runway  6;  309'— 0.8  mile  SSW  MM; 
320'— 1.0  mile  SSW;  367' — 1.5  miles  W  of  approach  to  Runway  31. 

*400-)^  author!^,  except  for  4-engine  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS.  If  approach  lights  inoperative,  celling  and  visibility  minimums  become  600-1. 

City,  Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name.  Anchorage  International;  Elev.,  124';  Fac.  Class.,  and  Ident.,  Anchorage  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  11;  Efl.  date,  4  Sept. 

65;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  10;  Dated,  24  Apr.  65 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  sectors  and  altitudes 


Celling  and  vi.slbility  minimums 


From 

To 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Condition 

2-engin( 

65  knots 
or  less 

e  or  less  | 

More  than 
05  knots 

More  tlian 
2-cDgiiir, 
more  tlian 
6.5  knots 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Si 

T-dn . 

c-dn . 

8-dn-13* . 

A-dn . . . 

urveillance  a 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

1 

pproach 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200  '  j 
.VlO-l'i 
4001 
800  2 

Radar  transition  to  final  approacli  crs  authorized.  Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  Anchorage  radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

.^11  bearings  are  from  the  radar  site  with  sector  azimuths  progreasing  clockwise. 

Radar  control  will  provide  1000'  vertical  clearanoe  within  a  3-mile  radius  or  500'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-  to  5-mile  (inclusive)  radius  of  4400'  Mount  Susitna  30  iniks 
NW,  terrain,  2000'— 6  milm  SE  and  eeofr  terrain  20  miles  S. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1500'  on  SW  crs  Anchorage  LFR  within  20  miles 
or,  when  directed  bv  ATC,  (1)  climb  to  1500'  proceeding  direct  to  Anchorage  LOM,  thence  on  crs  of  244°  Outbnd,  064*  Inbnd,  within  20  miles;  (2)  climb  to  1600'  on  NW  crs 
Anchorage  LFR  to  hold  at  Susitna  Int. 

Caution:  (1)  Terrain,  STS'— 1.6  miles  SW  of  airport  and  1.6  miles  S  of  approach  crs  to  Runway  6,  309'— 0.8  mile  SSW  MM,  320'— 1.0  mile  SSW  MM,  and  367'— 1.5  miles  W  of 
approach  crs  to  Runway  31.  (2)  Unusable  sector  068*  to  074*,  20  to  25  miles. 

*400-^  authorized,  except  for  4-englne  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  .Anchorage;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  name,  Anchorage  International;  Elev.,  124';  Fac.  Class.,  and  Ident.,  Anchorage  Radar;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  1;  Ell.  date,  4  Sept. 

65;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  14  Dec.  63 

These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(Bees.  307(e) .  313(a) ,  001,  Federal  Aviation  Act  ot  1956;  49  U.S.C.  1348  (c) ,  1354(a) ,  1421;  72  Stat.  749, 752, 775) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  July  30, 1965. 


Harry  A.  Turnpaugh, 
Acting  Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FJt.  Doc.  65-8202;  Filed,  Sept.  1. 1965;  8;45  am  ] 


Thursday,  September  2,  1965 
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Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 

part  2— administrative  func¬ 
tions,  PRACTICES,  AND  PROCE¬ 
DURES 

Field  Office  Change  of  Address 

Effective  upon  signature  of  this  order, 
§  2.103  is  amended  by  changing  the  New 
York  City  District  address  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  to  read : 

Itood  and  Drug  Administration,  700  Federal 
Office  Building,  850  Third  Avenue,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  N.Y„  11232. 

(Sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  nJS.C.  871(a)) 
Dated;  August  26. 1965. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[FB.  Doc.  65-9295;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Chapter  II — Federal  Housing  Admin¬ 
istration,  Housing  and  Home  Fi¬ 
nance  Agency 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

The  following  miscellaneous  amend¬ 
ments  have  been  made  to  this  chapter: 

SUBCHAPTER  C — MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME  IMPROVEMENT 
LOANS 

PART  203— MUTUAL  MORTGAGE  IN¬ 
SURANCE  AND  INSURED  HOME 
IMPROVEMENT  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

In  §  203.73  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  203.73  Maximum  loan  amounta. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  In  any  geographical  area  where 
the  Commissioner  finds  cost  levels  so  re¬ 
quire,  he  may  increase  by  not  to  exceed 
45  percent  the  $10,000  per  family  unit 
limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (1) 
and  (3)  of  this  section. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  12  TJ.S.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  203,  52  Stat.  10,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1709) 


SUBCHAPTER  D — RENTAL  HOUSING  INSURANCE 

PART  207— MULTIFAMILY  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

Subpart  B — Contract  Rights  and 
Obligations 

In  §  207.258  paragraph  (c)  (8)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  207.258  Insurance  claim  require¬ 
ments. 

•  •  •  «  • 


(c)  Conveyance  of  title  to  Commis¬ 
sioner.  •  •  • 

(8)  Title  evidence.  Evidence  of  title, 
satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner  and 
meeting  the  requirements  of  §  207.258a, 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  Coinmissioner 
(without  expense  to  him)  within  45  days 
of  the  filing  for  record  of  the  deed  con¬ 
veying  the  property  to  him. 

(Sec.  211.  52  stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  207,  52  Stat.  16,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1713) 


SUBCHAPTER  F — URBAN  RENEWAL  HOUSING 
INSURANCE  AND  INSURED  IMPROVEMENT 
LOANS 

PART  220— URBAN  RENEWAL 

MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  AND  IN¬ 
SURED  IMPROVEMENT  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Homes 

In  §  220.102  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

§  220.102  Maximum  loan  amount. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  In  any  geographical  area  where 
the  Commissioner  finds  cost  levels  so 
require,  he  may  increase  by  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  45  percent  the  $10,000  per  family 
unit  limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  and  (3)  of  this  section. 

Subpart  C — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Projects 

In  §  220.575  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  220.575  Maximum  loan  amounts. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  In  any  geographical  area  where 
the  Commissioner  finds  cost  levels  so 
require,  he  may  increase  by  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  45  percent  the  $10,000  per  family 
unit  limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  and  (3)  of  this  section. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  12  UB.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  220,  68  Stat.  596,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1715k) 


SUBCHAPTER  G — HOUSING  FOR  MODERATE 
INCOME  AND  DISPLACED  FAMIUES 

PART  221— LOW  COST  AND  MODER¬ 
ATE  INCOME  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE 

Subpart  D — Contract  Rights  and  Obli¬ 
gations — Moderate  Income  Projects 

Section  221.762  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.762  Payment  of  insurance  bene¬ 
fits. 

All  of  the  provisions  of  §  207.259  of 
this  chapter  relating  to  insurance  bene¬ 
fits  apply  to  multifamily  project  mort¬ 
gages  insured  under  this  subpart,  except 
as  provided  in  this  section ; 

(a)  Method  of  payment.  All  of  the 
insurance  benefits  provided  by  §  207.259 
(b)  or  (c)  of  this  chapter  shall  be  paid 
in  cash  unless  the  mortgagee  files  with 
the  application  a  written  request  for 
payment  in  debentures.  If  such  a  re¬ 
quest  is  made,  payment  will  be  made  in 
debentures  with  a  cash  payment  to  ad¬ 
just  any  difference  between  the  total 


amount  of  the  insurance  settlement  and 
the  amount  of  the  debentures  issued. 

(b)  Below  market  interest  rate  mort¬ 
gages.  Where  the  mortgage  involves  the 
special  below  market  interest  rate  pro¬ 
vided  by  S  221.518(b) ,  the  one  percent 
deduction  from  insurance  benefits  pre¬ 
scribed  in  §  207.259(b)  (2)  (iv)  of  this 
chapter  shall  not  be  applicable. 

(Sec.  211,  62  stat.  23;  12  UA.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  221,  68  Stat.  599,  as 
amended;  12  n.S.C.  17151) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  August 
26, 1965. 

Philip  N.  Brownstein, 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

[FJi.  Doc.  65-9294;  FUed,  Sept.  1.  1965; 
8:48  am.] 


Title  39— POSTAL  SERVICE 

Chapter  I — Post  Office  Deportment 

PART  96— AIR  TRANSPORTATION 

International  Air  Transportation 

On  December  24, 1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  FJt.  18380),  af¬ 
fording  to  interested  persons  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  for  consideration  in  formulating 
rules  and  regulations  setting  forth  the 
principles  and  procedures  to  be  appli¬ 
cable  in  the  future  in  the  dispatch  and 
division  of  airmail  to  be  transported  in 
overseas  or  foreign  transportation.  Set 
forth  in  the  aforementioned  notice  were 
tentatively  proposed  amendments  (here¬ 
after  referred  to  as  tentative  amend¬ 
ments)  to  paragraph  (d)  of  §  96.30  of 
Title  39,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
follows: 

§  96.30  Authority. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Dispatch  and  division  of  airmail,  (i) 
United  States  air  carriers  sbaU  have  fimt 
priority  to  trafOc  whenever  practicable. 

(2)  Airmail  shall  be  dispatched  by  the 
most  ezpedltimas  service  to  the  airport  of 
destination. 

(3)  Airmail  for  competitive  points  shall 
be  divided  equally  between  competitive 
flights  if  such  flights  arrive  at  the  airport 
of  destination  within  one  hour  of  each  other. 
When  one  carrier  operates  multiple  competi¬ 
tive  flights  scheduled  to  arrive  at  an  airport 
within  one  hour  of  a  competitive  flight  or 
flights  of  another  carrier,  the  alrmaU  shall 
be  divided  equally  between  air  carriers  rather 
than  by  flights. 

(4)  The  use  of  a  flight  or  flights  may  be 
siispended  in  the  event  of  canceUation,  un¬ 
duly  delayed  departure,  frequent  failure  of 
schedule  performance,  abnormal  mail  back¬ 
log,  or  other  unusual  or  unanticipated  con¬ 
dition  which  would  otherwise  delay  the  dis¬ 
patch  of  airmail  or  impair  the  service  to  be 
accorded  the  mail. 

•  •  •  •  • 

On  the  basis  of  representations  in  be¬ 
half  of  Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc. 
(hereinafter  Seaboard),  dates  specified 
in  the  original  notice  of  propos^  rule 
making  for  the  submission  of  initial  and 
rebuttal  comments  in  writing  (January 
25,  1965,  and  February  5,  1965,  respec¬ 
tively)  were  extended  to  March  1  and 
March  15,  1965,  respectively  (30  F.R. 
625) ,  and  were  further  extended  to 
March  14  and  April  1,  1965,  respectively 
(30  FJL.  2552) .  Acting  upon  further  re- 
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quests  in  behalf  of  Seaboard,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  afforded  Interested  parties  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  inspect  documents  contain¬ 
ing  material  quoted  in  a  statement  pre¬ 
sented  by  an  official  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  further  extended  to  April 
16,  1965,  the  time  for  submission  of  re¬ 
buttal  comments,  and  invited  interested 
persons  to  present  oral  argxunent  on 
April  22, 1965  (30  P.R.  4064-65) . 

As  a  result  of  the  aforesaid  notices, 
the  matter  of  regulations  applicable  to 
the  dispatch  and  division  of  airmail  to  be 
transported  in  overseas  and  foreign  air 
transportation  has  been  the  subject  of 
extensive  rule  making  procedures,  in¬ 
volving  submission  to  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  "(hereinafter  Department)  of 
initial  and  rebuttal  comments  in  writing 
by  interested  persons  and  participation 
by  interested  persons  in  oral  argument 
before  the  General  Counsel  of  the  De¬ 
partment.  The  information  develc^d 
in  the  course  of  the  rule  making  pro¬ 
cedure  affords  a  soimd  and  adequate 
basis  on  which  to  determine  the  action 
to  be  taken  with  reflect  to  the  subjects 
and  issues  involved  and,  accordingly,  it 
appears  that  further  public  rule  making 
procedure  Is  imnecessary. 

Basis  and  purpose.  Paragraph  (d)  (1) 
of  the  tentative  amendments  restates  a 
principle  set  forth  in  present  §  96.30(d) 
of  Title  39  of  the  regulations  concerning 
the  priority  accorded  to  United  States 
air  carriers  in  the  handling  of  airmail 
traffic.  'Dlls  paragraph  omits  any  ref¬ 
erence  to  "economical  and  national  in¬ 
terest  reasons”  as  an  explanation  for  the 
priority  granted  to  United  States  air 
carriers.  It  is  considered  unnecessary 
that  there  be  a  specili(^tion  of  reasons 
imderlying  a  priority  to  United  States 
air  carriers.  A  priority  would  be  justi¬ 
fied  in  any  event  because  rates  applicable 
to  airmail  transportation  when  per¬ 
formed  by  United  States  air  carriers  are 
substantially  lower  than  those  paid  for 
similar  service  when  performed  by  for¬ 
eign  air  carriers. 

Present  §  96.30(d)  reads  in  part:  “Ihe 
service  which  will  afford  the  most  ex¬ 
peditious  delivery  of  the  mail  shall  be 
utilized.”  Paragrairfa  (d)  (2)  of  the  ten¬ 
tative  amendments  would  provide  defi¬ 
nite  and  precise  language  requiring  that 
airmail  dispatched  by  the  most  ex¬ 
peditious  service  "to  the  airport  of  desti¬ 
nation.”  This  paragraph  was  Intended 
to  provide  a  clear  standard  of  what  is 
meant  by  expeditious  service,  eliminat¬ 
ing  the  chsmce  for  varying  interpreta¬ 
tions  or  misunderstanding  on  the  part 
of  employees  of  the  Postal  Service  or 
affected  air  carriers. 

Paragraph  (d)  (3)  of  the  tentative 
amendments  is  intended  to  provide 
practicable  and  equitable  principles  for 
dividing  mail  between  competitive  flights 
which  would  not  impair  the  attainment 
of  the  primary  objective  of  providing  for 
the  expeditious  carriage  of  airmail. 
Flights  are  considered  to  be  competitive 
and  thus  eligible  for  division  if  they  are 
scheduled  to  arrive  at  the  airport  of 
destination  “within  one  hour  of  each 
other”.  If  one  carrier  operates  “multi¬ 
ple”  flights  scheduled  to  arrive  at  desti¬ 
nation  within  one  hour  of  a  competitive 
flight  or  flights  of  another  carrier,  the 
mail  would  be  divided  equally  between 
carriers  rather  than  between  flights. 


As  initially  worded,  paragraidi  (d)  (3) 
of  the  tentative  amendments  Implied 
that  a  precisely  equal  division  of  mail 
would  be  made  between  competing 
flights.  It  is  not  contemplated  that  the 
division  amendment  Anally  adopted  will 
accomplish  an  exact  division  of  mail  in 
actual  practice  because  mail  subject  to 
division  comprises  not  only  that  which 
has  accumulated  at  the  dispatch  point 
for  a  particular  destination  as  of  the 
departure  time  of  the  earlier  arriving 
flight,  but  also  that  which  has  accumu¬ 
lated  at  the  dispatch  point  for  the  same 
destination  prior  to  closing  out  dis¬ 
patches  of  mail  for  the  later  arriving 
flight.  This  requires  that  a  division  to 
the  earlier  arriving  flight  be  based  in 
part  on  estimates  of  the  total  volume 
available  for  both  flights.  In  turn,  these 
estimates  are  based  uix)n  prior  dispatch 
experience  for  the  particular  days  and 
flights  involved.  In  addition,  paragraph 
(d)  (3)  is  considered  to  be  incomplete  in 
that  it  does  not  specify  how  the  princi¬ 
ple  of  dividing  mail  between  flights  ar¬ 
riving  within  one  hour  would  be  applied 
in  practice  and  is  susceptible  to  an  un¬ 
intended  Interpretation  that  a  flight  re¬ 
ceiving  an  equal  division  with  a  flight 
having  an  earlier  destination  arrival 
schedule,  would  further  divide  its  share 
of  such  mail  with  a  flight  having  a  later 
arrival  schedule.  The  paragraph  also 
did  not  indicate  when  the  time  span  of 
one  hour  would  commence.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  paragraph  (d)  (3)  as  finally 
adopted  has  been  clarified  by  adding  the 
words,  “as  nearly  as  practicable”  after 
the  words,  “competitive  flights”  in  the 
first  sentence,  and  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  sentences  at  the  end  of  the  para¬ 
graph:  “For  each  application  of  these 
principles  the  time  period  of  one  hour 
shall  start  with  the  first  scheduled  ar¬ 
rival  of  a  flight  or  flights  not  included 
in  an  earlier  division.  A  divided  share  of 
airmail  will  not  be  subject  to  further 
division.” 

Paragraph  (d)(4)  of  the  tentative 
amendments  restates  principles  which 
for  many  years  have  been  embodied  in 
Insrtiructions  to  postal  personnel  under 
which  the  use  of  particidar  flights  has 
been  suspended  because  of  unduly  de¬ 
layed  departure,  failure  of  schedule  per¬ 
formance,  abnormal  mull  backlog,  or 
other  imusual  or  unanticii>ated  condition 
which  would  otherwise  delay  the  dis¬ 
patch  of  airmail  or  Impair  the  service. 

Statement  of  consid^ations.  In  de¬ 
termining  the  final  rules  and  regulations 
to  be  adopted  concerning  the  dispatch 
and  division  of  airmail  to  be  transported 
in  overseas  or  foreign  transportation, 
the  Department  considered  various  con¬ 
tentions  advanced  by  Seaboard  with  re¬ 
spect  to  an  alleged  invasion  of  its  pro- 
c^ural  rights  in  the  conduct  of  the  rule 
making  procedures  and  with  respect  to 
substantive  legal  objections  to  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  the  tentative  amendments. 
The  Department  concluded  that  such  ob¬ 
jections  were  without  merit. 

In  addition,  the  Department  consid¬ 
ered  the  views  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
the  Small  Business  Administration.  The 
t^tative  amendments  were  affirmatively 
supported  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
arid  by  all  interested  air  carriers  except 
Seaboard.  Information  obtained  during 


the  rule  making  proceeding  indicated  the 
need  to  clarify  the  dispatch  and  division 
principles  to  be  observed  in  the  future. 

After  considering  the  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  presented  by  Seaboard,  the  De¬ 
partment  concluded  that  it  was  not  un¬ 
der  a  mandate  to  allocate  to  any  one 
caiTier  any  absolute  or  relative  quantity 
of  mail,  to  ad<^t  particular  allocaticm 
principles  or  formulae,  or  to  base  divi¬ 
sion  principles  on  the  criterion  of  elimi- 
nating  competitive  disadvantages  of  any 
carrier  or  category  of  air  carriers.  The 
Department  also  concluded  that  the  al¬ 
location  methods  employed  in  the  past 
were  not  always  equitable  and  should 
not  be  continued  in  the  futtire.  Rather, 
the  Department  concluded  that  the  con¬ 
cept  of  dividing  mall  between  ccHnpeti- 
tlve  flights  as  provided  in  the  t^tatlve 
amendments — a  concept  which  takes 
into  account  the  relative  amount  and 
quality  of  service  made  available  bj 
competing  air  carriers — presents  an 
equitable  basis  for  dividing  mail  between 
flights  and  between  competitive  air  car¬ 
riers.  The  Department  also  concluded 
that  the  probability  of  a  financial  im¬ 
pact  upon  one  (u*  more  air  carriers  of  a 
rule  setting  forth  equitable  priiKdples  (A 
dividing  mail  between  competitive  flights 
would  not  warrant  a  rejection  of  such 
principles. 

Various  alternative  suggestions  ad¬ 
vanced  by  Seaboard  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  divide  airmail  among 
carriers  on  a  calendar  month  or  geo¬ 
graphical  basis  in  conjunction  with  the 
standard  of  aircraft  arrival  deadlines 
were  carefully  considered  and  rejected 
as  being  inequitable,  as  providing  seri¬ 
ous  administrative  burdens,  and  as  likely 
to  impair  the  service.  In  this  connec¬ 
tion,  the  Department  has  concluded  that 
the  course  of  basing  dispatch  and  divi¬ 
sion  rules  on  arrival  deadlines  would  be 
apt  to  delay  delivery  of  airmail  and 
would,  accordingly.  Impede  the  Post¬ 
master  General  in  the  discharge  of  his 
responsibility  to  provide  for  the  expedi¬ 
tious  carriage  of  mall  by  aircraft. 

On  the  basis  of  its  consideration  of  all 
data,  views,  and  arguments  presented  in 
writing  and  in  oral  argument,  including 
the  matters  described  above,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  concluded  that  the  tentative 
amendments,  modified  for  the  reasons 
explained  above,  are  sound,  reasonable, 
and  proper;  and  that  their  adoption  is 
consistent  vrith  a  proper  discharge  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Postmaster  General 
to  provide  for  the  expeditious  carriage  of 
mail  by  aircraft. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  R.S.  161,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C. 
22,  1964  ed.);  39  U.S.C.  501,  6301;  and 
section  405  (a) ,  (d)  of  the  F^eral  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  72  Stat.  760,  761  (49 
U.S.C.  1375  (a) ,  (d) ,  1964  ed.) ,  paragraph 
(d)  of  section  96.30  of  Title  39,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended 
as  set  forth  below : 

§  96.30  Authority. 

•  «  ♦  •  • 

(d)  Dispatch  and  division  of  airmail. 
(1)  United  States  air  carriers  ^all  have 
first  priority  to  traffic  whenever  practi¬ 
cable. 

(2)  Airmail  shall  be  dispatched  by 
the  most  expeditiotis  service  to  the  air¬ 
port  of  destimtion. 
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(3)  Airmail  for  competitive  points 
be  divided  equally  between  competi¬ 
tive  flights  as  nearly  as  practicable  if 
such  flights  are  scheduled  to  arrive  at  the 
airport  of  destination  within  one  hour 
of  each  other.  When  one  carrier  oper¬ 
ates  multiple  competitive  flights  sched¬ 
uled  to  arrive  at  an  airport  within  one 
hour  of  a  competitive  flight  or  flights  of 
another  carrier,  the  airmail  shall  be  di¬ 
vided  equally  between  air  carriers  rather 
than  between  flights.  For  each  applica¬ 
tion  of  these  principles  the  time  period 
of  one  hour  shall  start  with  the  first 
scheduled  arrival  of  a  flight  or  flights 
not  included  in  an  earlier  division.  A 
divided  share  of  airmail  will  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  further  division. 

(4)  The  use  of  a  flight  or  flights  may 
be  suspended  in  the  event  of  cancellation, 
unduly  delayed  departure,  frequent  fail¬ 
ure  of  schedule  performance,  abnormal 
mail  backlog,  or  other  imusual  or  im- 
anticipated  condition  which  would  other¬ 
wise  delay  the  dispatch  of  airmail  or  im¬ 
pair  the  service  to  be  accorded  the  mail. 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  amendment  set  forth  above  shall 
become  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  period  of  time  available  prior  to 
this  effective  date  will  afford  interested 
air  carriers  adequate  notice  of  the 
amendment  and  provide  an  opportunity 
for  the  Department  to  issue  appropriate 
notices  and  instructions  to  its  Held  per¬ 
sonnel  prior  to  this  effective  date. 

John  A.  Gronouski, 
Postmaster  General. 

[FA.  Doc.  65-9337:  Plied.  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  ajn.] 


PART  168— DIRECTORY  OF 
INTERNATIONAL  MAIL 

Individual  Country  Regulations; 

Correction 

In  PJl.  Doc.  65-8996,  appearing  in  the 
issue  for  Wednesday,  August  25,  1965  on 
page  10986  an  item  V  was  inadvertently 
included  which  deleted  Prohibitions  and 
Import  restrictions  and  Observations 
under  the  country  ‘‘Guinea  (Republic 
of)  Item  V  is  hereby  rescinded  and  the 
material  inadvertently  deleted  thereby 
is  reinstated. 

Harvey  H.  Hannah, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

(PH.  Doc.  65-9285;  Filed.  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  101 — Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations 
SUBCHAPTER  H — UTILIZATION  AND  DISPOSAL 

PART  101-47— UTILIZATION  AND 

DISPOSAL  OF  REAL  PROPERTY 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Part  101-47  is  amended  to  effect  minor 
revisions  and  corrections  as  noted  for 
each  particular  section. 


The  table  of  contents  of  Part  101-47  is 
amended  by  revising  the  title  for  S  101- 
47.201-2  to  read  as  follows: 

imU7.201-2  Guldellnea. 

Subpart  101—47.1 — General 
Provisions 

Section  101-47.103-12  is  amended  for 
the  purpose  of  making  it  clear  that  lands 
and  any  improvements  located  thereon, 
including  prefabricated  movable  struc¬ 
tures  unless  those  prefabricated  movable 
structures  are  designated  for  disposition 
without  the  imderlying  land,  fall  within 
the  deflnition  of  real  property.  Section 
101-47.103-12  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  101—47.103—12  Real  property. 

(a)  Any  interest  in  land,  together 
with  the  improvements,  structures,  and 
flxtures  located  thereon  (including  pre¬ 
fabricated  movable  structures,  such  as 
Butler-t3T)e  storage  warehouses  and 
quonset  huts,  and  housetrailers  with  or 
without  undercarriages),  and  appurte¬ 
nances  thereto,  under  the  control  of  any 
Federal  agency,  except: 

*  *  *  *  « 

Subpart  101—47.2 — Utilization  of 
Excess  Real  Property 

The  word  “Policy”  in  the  title  of 
,§  101-47.201-2,  now  shown  as  “Policy 
guidelines,”  is  superfluous  and  mislead¬ 
ing.  The  word  “Policy”  is  therefore  de¬ 
leted  from  the  title  and  §  101-47.201-2  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  101—47.201—2  Guidelines. 

«  *  •  •  • 

Subpart  101-47.3 — Surplus  Real 
Property  Disposal 

1.  Section  101-47.302-2  is  amended  to 
clarify  the  fact  that  the  holding  agency 
continues  to  be  responsible  for  rental 
payments  and  restoration  costs  even 
though  GSA  acts  as  disposal  agency  for 
disposal  of  a  lease  or  similar  real 
estate  interest.  Section  101-47.302-2  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  101—47.302—2  Holding  agency. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  GSA  may  act  as  the  disposal  agen¬ 
cy  for  the  type  of  property  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  whenever  requested  by  the  holding 
agency  to  perform  the  disposal  functions. 
Where  GSA  acts  as  the  disposal  agency 
for  the  disposal  of  leases  and  similar  real 
estate  interests  as  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)(1)  of  this  section,  the  holding 
agency  nevertheless  shall  continue  to  be 
responsible  for  the  payment  of  the  rental 
until  the  lease  is  terminated  and  for  the 
pasrment  of  any  restoration  or  other  di¬ 
rect  costs  Incurred  by  the  Government 
as  an  incident  to  the  termination. 

2.  Section  101-47.303-2  is  amended  to 
provide  that  a  maximum  of  twenty-five 
copies  of  the  notice  of  determination  of 
surplus  be  furnished  the  IDepartment  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  rather 
than  exactly  twenty-flve  copies  in  every 
case,  whether  needed  or  not.  Section 
101-47.303-2  is  amended  as  follows: 


§  101—47.303—2  Disposals  to  public 
agencies. 

*  •  «  ♦  O 

(e)  •  *  • 

(2)  The  disposal  agency  shall  furnish 
the  Department  with  a  copy  of  the  post¬ 
dated  transmittal  letter  addressed  to 
each  public  agency,  copies  (not  to  exceed 
twenty-flve)  of  the  postdated  notice,  and 
a  <x)py  of  the  holding  agency’s  Report  of 
Excess  Real  Property  (Standard  Form 
118,  with  accompanying  schedules). 

•  *  •  •  • 
Subpart  101-47.4 — Management  of 

Excess  and  Surplus  Real  Property 

Section  101-47.402-1  is  amended  to 
correct  the  word  “for”,  the  next  to  the 
last  word  in  the  first  sentence,  to  read 
“or”.  Section  101-47.402-1  is  amended 
as  follows: 

§  101-47.402-1  Responsibility. 

The  holding  agency  shall  retain  cus¬ 
tody  and  accountability  for  excess  and 
surplus  real  property,  including  related 
personal  property,  an(i  shall  perform  the 
physical  care,  handling,  protection, 
maintenance,  and  repairs  of  such  prop¬ 
erty  pending  its  transfer  to  a  Federal 
agency  or  disposal.  Guidelines  for  pro¬ 
tection  and  maintenance  of  excess  and 
surplus  real  property  are  contained  in 
§  101-47.4913. 

Subpart  101-47.49 — Illustrations 

Section  101-47.4913  is  amended  to  add 
a  new  subparagraph  concerning  the  use 
of  sentry  dogs  to  offset  the  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  guards  in  the  protection  of  excess 
and  siuplus  real  property.  Section  101- 
47.4913  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  101—47.4913  Outline  for  protection 
and  maintenance  of  excess  and  sur¬ 
plus  real  property. 
***** 

B.  Protection  Standards.  *  *  • 

10.  Sentry  Dogs.  Frequently  there  are 
faculties  of  high  market  value,  or  which 
cover  large  areas,  or  are  so  isolated  that  they 
invite  intrusion  by  curiosity  seekers,  hunt¬ 
ers,  vagrants,  etc.,  which  require  extra  or 
special  protection  measures.  This  has  usu¬ 
ally  been  taken  care  of  by  staffing  with 
additional  guards  so  that  the  “buddy  system” 
of  patrolUng  may  be  used.  In  such  cases, 
the  use  of  sentry  dogs  should  be  considered 
in  arriving  at  the  appropriate  method  of 
offsetting  the  need  for  additional  guards,  as 
well  as  possible  reductions  in  persoimel.  If 
it  is  determined  to  be  in  the  Government’s 
interest  to  use  this  tsrpe  of  protection,  advice 
should  be  obtained  as  to  acquisition  (lease, 
purchase,  donation),  training,  use,  and 
care,  tram  the  nearest  police  department 
using  sentry  dogs.  When  sentry  dogs  are 
used,  the  propoty  should  be  clearly  posted 
"Warning — This  Government  Prop^y  Pa- 
troUed  by  Sentry  Dogs.” 

***** 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  UB.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  Tliis  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  August  30, 1965. 

Dated:  Aiigust  25.  1965. 

Lawson  B.  Knott,  Jr., 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9302;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


POST  OFHCE  DEPARTMENT 

I  39  CFR  Part  48  1 
UNDELIVERABLE  MAIL 
Obvious  Value  Mail 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  pr(^>osed 
rule  consisting  of  the  addition  of  a  new 
§  48.8  containing  a  revised  definition  of 
“Obvious  Value”  mail.  The  definition 
of  “Obvious  Value"  mail  is  presently 
contained  in  Chapter  3  of  the  Postal 
Manual  (355.16).  It  is  pn^x)6ed  to 
transfer  the  definition  from  Chapter  lU 
to  Chapter  I  as  section  158.8  of  the  Postal 
Manned  and  to  Chapter  I  of  Title  39  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  a 
new  §  48.8.  The  revised  proposed  defini¬ 
tion  differs  from  the  present  one  in  that 
the  phrase  “or  any  other  matter  likely 
to  have  special  use  or  value  to  the  sender 
or  addressee”  is  omitted  and  the  sen¬ 
tence  “Circulars  and  miscellaneous 
printed  matter  and  items  unsolicited 
by  the  addressee,  including  samples  of 
merchandise,  are  not  mail  of  obvious 
value”  is  added.  Not  all  circulars, 
printed  matter,  items  of  merchandise, 
etc.,  unsolicited  by  the  addressee  will  be 
disposed  of  by  the  Post  Oflace  Depart¬ 
ment.  If  the  sender  designates  that 
return  is  requested  and  postage  guar¬ 
anteed,  the  Department  will  return  such 
materials.  The  reason  for  the  proposed 
amendment  is  that  the  current  phrase  is 
vague  and  does  not  furnish  easily  applied 
or  objective  standards. 

Although  the  provisions  of  proposed  39 
CFR  48.8  relate  to  a  proprlett^  fimction 
of  the  <3ovemment,  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Postmaster  Gteneral  voluntarily  to  ob¬ 
serve  the  rule  making  requirements  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  in  order  that  users  of  the 
Postal  Service  may  have  an  opportunity 
to  present  data,  views,  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Director,  Classification  and  Special  Serv¬ 
ices  Division.  Bureau  of  Operations,  Post 
Office  Department,  Washington,  D.C,, 
20260,  at  any  time  prior  to  the  30th  day 
followii^  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  as 
follows: 

§  48.8  Obvious  value  mail. 

Mail  of  obvious  value  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  all  registered,  insured, 
and  COD  mail,  merchandise,  sheet  music, 
pictures,  photographs,  catalogs  as  de¬ 
fined  by  §1  24.1(b)  (1)  and  25.2(a)  (3)  of 
this  chapter,  and  books  as  defined  by 
S  25.21(a)  ^4)  (i)  of  this  chapter.  Cir¬ 
culars  and  miscellaneous  printed  matter 
and  items  unsolicited  by  the  addressee. 
Including  samples  of  merchandise,  are 
not  mail  of  obvious  value. 

Nots:  The  oorresponding  Foetal  Manual 
section  Is  1688. 
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(RA.  161,  as  amended;  6  UA.C.  22.  39  U.S.C. 
501,  606) 

Harvey  H.  Hannah, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-9286;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

E  7  CFR  Part  730  1 
RICE 

Determination  of  Acreage  Allotments 

for  1964  and  Subsequent  Crops  of 

Rice 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (7  UB.C. 
1353),  the  Department  proposes  to 
amend  §  730.1525  of  the  regulations  for 
determination  of  acreage  allotments  for 
1964  and  subsequent  crops  of  rice. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  Is  to 
extend  existing  regulations  defining  who 
may  be  considered  a  member  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer’s  family  for  the  purpose  of  suc¬ 
ceeding  to  his  farming  operations  when 
he  withdraws  in  total  or  in  part  from  the 
production  of  rice.  Currently  the  regu¬ 
lations  terminate  the  lineage  with  a 
nephew  or  a  niece.  It  is  proposed  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  lineage  of  relatives  to  include 
any  blood  relative  who  would  be  entitled 
to  succeed  to  the  transferor’s  estate  upon 
death,  intestate,  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  State  in  which  the  transferor 
resides. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  this  amend-, 
ment,  any  data,  views,  or  recommenda-' 
tions  pertaining  thereto  which  are  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  to  the  Director,  Farmer 
Programs  Division,  Agricultural  Stabili¬ 
zation  and  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  will  be  given  consideration 
provided  such  submissions  are  post¬ 
marked  not  later  than  15  days  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  such  times  and  places 
and  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the  public 
business  (CFR  1.27  (b) ) . 

It  is  proposed  that: 

The  second  sentence  of  paragraph  (b) 
(2)  of  §  730.1525  be  amended  to  read: 
“For  the  purpose  of  this  subparagraph 
(2)  of  this  paragraph,  a  member  of  the 
transferor’s  family  shall  be  limited  to  the 
transferor’s  spouse,  father,  mother, 
brother,  sister,  son,  daughter,  brother- 
in-law,  son-in-law,  grandson,  grand¬ 
daughter.  nephew,  niece,  or  any  other 
relutive  who  would  be  entitled  to  suc¬ 


ceed  to  the  transferor’s  estate  upon 
death,  intestate,  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  State  in  which  the  transferor 
resides.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1965. 

H.  D.  CJODFREY, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9306;  FUed.  Sept.  1.  1965; 

8:49  am.] 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  991  1 

[Docket  Mo.  AO-349] 

HOPS  OF  DOMESTIC  PRODUCTION 

Determination  on  Basis  of  Results  of 
Referendum  on  Proposed  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  the  applicable  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  t^ree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900;  30  F.R.  10184) ,  a  public  hearing  was 
held  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  March  29- 
April  3,  1965,  sifter  notice  thereof  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (30 
F.R.  3268)  March  10,  1965,  upon  a  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  smd  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  domestically 
produced  hope.  The  reccmimended  de¬ 
cision  (30  FJi.  7825)  and  the  decision  (30 
F.R.  9650),  setting  forth  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Jime  17. 1965,  and  August  3. 1965,  respec¬ 
tively.  The  decision  also  contained  a 
referendum  order  directing  that  a  refer¬ 
endum  be  conducted  among  the  pro¬ 
ducers  of  hops  grown  in  the  designated 
production  area  (States  of  Washington, 
Oregon,  Idaho,  and  California)  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  requisite  majority  of 
such  producers  favor  or  approve  issuance 
of  the  proposed  marketing  order.  * 

It  is  hereby  determined  on  the  basis 
of  the  results  of  the  referendum  con¬ 
ducted  August  6-13,  1965,  pursuant  to 
the  aforesaid  referendum  order,  that  the 
issuance  of  the  proposed  Marketing 
Order  No.  991,  reg^atlng  the  handling 
of  domestically  produced  hops,  is  not  ap¬ 
proved  or  favored  (1)  by  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  producers  who  participated 
in  such  referendum  and  who  during  the 
determined  representative  period  (Au¬ 
gust  1. 1964,  through  July  31,  1965)  were 
engaged  within  the  designated  produc¬ 
tion  area  in  the  production  of  hops  for 
market,  or  (2)  by  producers  of  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  volume  of  production 
of  such  hops  represented  in  the  aforesaid 
referendum. 

It  is  hereby  further  determined  that 
the  proposed  marketing  order  set  forth 
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in  the  aforesaid  decision  (30  FJl.  9650) 
should  not  be  made  effective  and,  in  view 
of  the  circumstances,  that  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  should  not  be 
entered  into. 

Dated:  August  27, 1965. 

George  L.  Mehren, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR.  Doc.  65-9284;  Plied,  Sept.  1.  1965; 
8:M  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  A6ENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  39  1 

[Docket  No.  6391] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Models  707  and  720  Aircraft; 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  of  Proposed 

Airworthiness  Directive 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  a 
modification  of  Boeing  Models  707  and 
720  aircraft  to  provide  temporary  hy¬ 
draulic  control  until  the  rudder  boost  is 
turned  off  in  the  event  of  failure  of  the 
Input  rod  or  attachments  to  the  rudder 
power  unit  valve,  was  published  in  29 
PR.  18093. 

The  Agency  has,  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  notice,  reviewed 
the  backgroimd  material  on  the  pitqxised 
directive  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
redimdant  linkage  that  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  compliance  therewith  is  a  de¬ 
sign  improvement  or  product  improve¬ 
ment  and  that  the  system  without  the 
proposed  modification  meets  the  appli¬ 
cable  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  and 
that  there  is  no  service  experience  that 
warrants  the  proposed  directive. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489), 
the  proposed  airworthiness  directive  is 
hereby  withdrawn. 

Withdrawal  of  this  notice  constitutes 
only  such  action  and  does  not  preclude 
the  Agency  from  issuing  another  notice 
in  the  future,  or  ccxnmit  the  Agency  to 
any  course  of  action  in  the  future. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
27,  1965. 

C.W.  Walker. 

Acting  Director. 

Flight  Standards  Sendee. 

IP.R.  Doc.  66-9264;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1966; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  71,  73  1 

I  Air^>ace  Docket  No.  65-WE-67  ] 

RESTRICTED  AREAS  AND 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Parts  71  and  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  restricted  area  (xxnplex 
at  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  and  alter  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  continental  control  area 
to  include  certain  restricted  areas  which 
have  been  converted  to  joint-use. 

No.  170 - 3 


Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director.  Western  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aid- 
ation  Agency.  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  90007,  Airport 
Station.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  90009.  All 
communications  received  within  45  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendments.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

An  official  dockeit  will  be  availsible  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

A  Special  Use  Airspace  Team  from  the 
FAA  r^onal  office  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
reviewed  the  activity  conducted  in  the 
Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah,  restricted  area 
complex  that  involves  that  airspace  con¬ 
tained  within  restricted  areas  R-6402, 
R-6405,  and  R^406.  The  review  was 
conducted  in  co<8?eration  with  Army  and 
Air  Force  representatives  assigned  to  the 
FAA  Western  Region  and  military  rep¬ 
resentatives  from  Dugway  Proving 
Ground,  Hill  Air  Force  Base  and  Ogden 
Air  Materiel  Area.  The  review  team 
has  recommended  certain  alterations  to 
the  airspace  that  would  (a)  reduce  the 
amount  of  restricted  airspace,  (b) 
change  the  time  of  use  of  R^405,  and 
(c)  subdivide  the  area  as  indicated  on 
the  attached  chart  to  provide  for  more 
efficient  management  of  the  airspace  in 
relation  to  user  requirements  and  civil 
joint-use. 

This  airspace  is  used  by  units  of  the 
Army,  Air  Force,  Navy,  and  Air  National 
Guard  on  a  shared-use  arrangement  to 
conduct  activities  that  are  primarily  re¬ 
search  and  development  or  test  and 
evaluation  in  nature.  Specific  activities 
include  ordnance  delivery;  chemical  bio¬ 
logical,  and  radiological  (CBR)  pro¬ 
grams;  ammunitions  testing;  demo¬ 
lition,  and  static  testing  of  rocket  motors. 

Dugway  Proving  Ground  is  the  pri¬ 
mary  user  of  R-6402  which  is  used  for 
research  and  development  of  all  CBR 
weapons  and  associated  delivery  systems. 
Test  programs  include  the  use  of  ar¬ 
tillery  and  mortar  shells,  bombs,  rockets, 
missiles,  as  well  as  the  release  of  agents 
from  aircraft.  Some  of  the  activities 
scheduled  for  R-6402  were  too  extensive 
to  be  contained  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  area;  therefore,  it  was  necessary 
to  use  portions  of  R-6405  and  R-6406  in 
conjunction  with  R-6402.  The  proposed 
alteration  would  include  this  additional 
airspace  in  R-6402  and  release  a  small 
portion  of  restricted  airspace  along  the 
eastern  boimdary  of  R-6402.  Joint-use 
is  not  proposed  for  R-6402. 

R-6405  is  used  only  in  conjunction 
with  activities  conducted  within  R-6402 
and  R-6406.  The  airspace  is  used  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  dissipation  or  diffusion  of 


toxic  clouds  which  originate  within  R- 
6402.  In  addition,  it  is  required  for  the 
filght  paths  of  aircraft,  drones  and 
missiles  carrying  toxic  agents  in  support 
of  tests  conducted  in  R-6402  and  as  a 
turn-around  area  by  aircraft  operating 
on  the  air-to-air  range  located  in  the 
northern  portion  of  R-6406.  The  re¬ 
view  team  determined  that  a  large  area 
in  the  southeastern  part  of  R-6405  and 
that  airspace  from  FL  400  to  FL  600  is 
no  longer  required  for  restricted  area 
activity  and  therefore  is  excluded  in  this 
proposed.  Joint-use  of  the  altered  R- 

6405  is  proposed.  Since  the  use  of  this 
area  is  so  closely  associated  with  activi¬ 
ties  conducted  within  R-6402  and  R- 
6406,  the  time  of  use  would  be  made 
continuous  to  coincide  with  the  adjacent 
areas. 

The  remaining  part  of  R-6406  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  altered  R-6402  would  be 
divided  into  three  areas:  R-6406A,  R- 
6406B  and  R-6407.  This  proposed  di¬ 
vision  would  achieve  greater  fiexibility  of 
use  and  Improved  airspace  management. 
The  review  team  determined  that  the 
altitudes  from  FL  400  to  FL  600  are  no 
longer  required.  Therefore,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  altitudes  would  be  reduced  to  FL 
400.  Activities  conducted  within  the 
subdivided  R-6406  include  air-to-air 
rocketry;  gunnery  and  missile  activity; 
bombing,  and  photo  flash  bombing. 
Joint-use  is  proposed  for  R-6406A  at 
7,500  feet  MSL  and  above  and  at  FL  240 
and  above  for  R-6406B  and  Rr-6407. 

If  this  proposed  action  is  taken,  the 
Salt  Lake  City  restricted  area  complex 
comprised  of  R-6402,  R-6405,  and  R- 

6406  would  be  redescribed  as  follows: 

1.  R-S402,  Dugway,  Utah: 

Boundaries :  Beginning  at  latitude 

40*25'00''  N.,  longitude  112*66'00"  W.,  to 
latitude  40*13'00"  N.,  longitude  112°43'00" 
W.,  to  latitude  39*49'00''  N.,  longitude 
112*43'00''  W.,  to  latitude  39*44'00"  N..  lon¬ 
gitude  113*  OS'OO”  W.,  to  latitude  39*49'00" 
N..  longitude  113  •OS'OO"  W.,  to  latitude 
39*62'00"  N.,  longitude  113*27'00"  W.,  to 
latitude  39*65'00"  N.,  longitude  113'26'40" 
W..  to  latitude  40*20'20"  N.,  longitude 
113*20'02"  W.,  to  latitude  40*20'20"  N., 
longitude  113*07'00"  W.,  to  latitude 

40*26'00"  N.,  longitude  118*07'00"  W.,  to 
the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  flight 
level  400. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  Officer.  Dug¬ 
way  Proving  Ground,  Dugway,  Utah. 

2.  R-S405,  Wendover,  Utah; 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  latitude  39°44'- 

00"  N.,  longitude  113°08'00"  W.,  to  latitude 
39*23'00"  N.,  longitude  113*19'00"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  39'23'00"  N.,  longitude  113*48'00"  W., 
to  latitude  39*65'00"  N.,  longitude  113'48'- 
00"  W.,  to  latitude  39*M'00"  N.,  longitude 
113*26'40"  W.,  to  latitude  39*52'00"  N..  lon¬ 
gitude  113*27'00"  W.,  to  latitude  39*49'00" 
N.,  longitude  113*08'00"  W.,  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  flight  level 
400. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Salt  Lake  City  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency:  (Commander,  Hill  AFB,  Utah. 

3.  R-S406A,  Wendover  North.  Utah: 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  latitude  40°40'- 

30"  N.,  longitude  113®00'00"  W.,  to  latitude 
40°29'00"  N.,  longitude  113*00'00"  W..  to 
latitude  40"29'00"  N.,  longitude  113*18'00" 
W.,  to  latitude  40*20'20"  N.,  longitude  113°- 
49'00"  W.,  to  latitude  40*17'00"  N.,  longi- 


11284 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


tude  114*00'00’'  W.,  to  latitiide  M-SS’SO''  N.. 
longitude  114*00’00"  W.,  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  flight  level 
400;  Joint-use  at  and  above  7,600  feet  MSL. 
Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Salt  Lake  City  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  Hill  AFB,  Utah. 

4.  It-6406B,  Wendover  South,  Utah: 
Boimdarles:  Beginning  at  latitude  40*- 
29'00  "  N.,  longitude  IIS’OO'OO”  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  40*25'00"  N.,  longitude  112*56  OO"  W., 
to  latitude  40*25'00''  N.,  longitude  113*- 
07’00"  W.,  to  latitude  40*20'20''  N.,  longitude 
113*07'00''  W.,  to  latitude  40*20'20"  N., 
longitude  113*49'00''  W.,  to  latitude  40*- 
29'00"  N.,  longitude  113*18  00''  W.,  to  the 
point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  flight  level 
400;  Joint-xise  at  and  above  "PL  240. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Salt  Lake  City  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  Hill  AFB,  Utah. 

•  5.  R-6407,  Dugvrny  West,  Utah: 

Boimdarles:  Beginning  at  latitude  40*- 
20'20"  N..  longitude  113“20'02"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  39*55'00"  N.,  longitude  113*26'40"  W.. 
to  latitude  30*55'00"  N..  longitude  113°- 
48'00"  W.,  to  latitude  40*00'00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  113*48  00"  W..  to  latitude  40*00  00"  N., 
longitude  114*00'00"  W.,  to  latitude  40*- 
17  00"  N..  longitude  114°00'00"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  40*20'20"  N..  longitude  113*49'00"  W.. 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  flight  level 
400;  Joint-use  at  and  above  FL  240. 

Time  of  designation:  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency:  Federal  Avlatitm 
Agency,  Salt  Lake  City  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  Officer,  Dug- 
way  Proving  Ground,  Dugway,  Utah. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
26, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9265;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:46  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  16158;  RM-764] 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments,  Medford  and 
Brookings,  Oreg.;  Order  Extending 
Time  for  Filing  Comments  and 
Reply  Comments 

1.  In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
released  on  July  30, 1965,  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  (PCX;  65-731),  the  Commission  in¬ 
vited  comments  from  interested  parties 


on  or  before  August  27.  1965,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  7, 
1965,  on  the  above  entitled  proceeding. 

2.  On  August  25,  1965,  the  State  of 
Oregon,  acting  by  and  through  the  State 
Board  of  Higher  Education,  filed  a  Re¬ 
quest  for  Additional  Time  to  file  Com¬ 
ments  requesting  that  the  time  for  filing 
its  comments  be  extended  to  September 
17,  1965.  Petitioner,  licensee  of  non¬ 
commercial  educational  Stations  KOAC- 
TV,  Corvallis,  Oreg.,  and  KOAP-TV, 
Portland,  Oreg.,  states  that  the  Director 
of  Engineering  of  the  State  Board  of 
Higher  Education  is  now  on  vacation 
and  not  available  for  consultation  and 
the  preparation  of  material  in  support 
of  comments. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  ap¬ 
parent  that  there  is  good  cause  shown 
and  the  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  the  requested  extension  of  time. 

4.  According,  it  is  ordered.  This  27th 
day  of  August  1965  that  the  request  of 
the  State  Board  of  Oregon  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  is  granted,  and  that  the 
time  for  filing  comments  is  extended 
from  August  27,  1965,  to  September  17, 
1965,  and  that  the  time  for  filing  reply 
comments  is  extended  from  September 
7,  1965,  to  September  28,  1965. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  found  in  sections  4(1),  5(d)(1), 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  S  0.281(d)  (8) 
of  the  Commission  rules. 

Released:  August  27,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Dcx:.  65-9296:  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[  47  CFR  Part  83  ] 

[Docket  No.  16082;  RM-611] 

STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD  IN 
MARITIME  SERVICES 

Operation  on  More  Than  One  Public 
Correspondence  Frequency 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment 
of  Part  83  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
permit  ship  radiotelephone  statiims 
which  operate  on  VHP  to  operate  on 
more  than  one  public  correspondence 
frequency  without  the  requirement  of 
being  able  to  operate  on  156.3  and  156.8 
Mc/s;  Docket  No.  16082,  RM-611. 

The  Commission  having  imder  con¬ 
sideration  a  petition  filed  August  23, 1965, 
by  American  Telephone  <t  Telegraph  Co. 
(AT&T) ,  requesting  an  extension  of  time 
in  which  to  file  reply  comments  in  this 
proceeding; 


It  appearing,  that  the  comment  period 
and  reply  comment  period  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  terminated  August  12,  1965,  and 
August  23,  1965,  respectively;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  in  support 
of  its  petition,  AT&T  has  indicated  that 
due  to  the  volume  of  comments  received 
they  are  unable  to  study  and  submit 
adequate  reply  comments  in  the  alloted 
time; 

It  further  appearing,  that  it  is  desir¬ 
able  to  have  the  views  of  this  organiza¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding: 

It  is  ordered.  This  25th  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  petition  of  AT&T  is  hereby 
granted;  and  the  time  for  filing  reply 
comments  in  the  subject  docket  is  hereby 
extended  from  August  23,  1965,  to  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1965. 

Released:  August  27, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-9297;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  531  1 

PUBLICATION,  POSTING,  AND  FILING 
OF  RATES,  FARES,  AND  CHARGES 

IN  DOMESTIC  OFFSHORE  TRADE 

Discontinuance  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
4,  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  and  section  43  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat.  766)  the  Cmn- 
misslon  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  June  19,  1962  (27  FH.  5773),  a 
notice  that  it  was  considering  amending 
Rule  4(f)  of  its  Tariff  Circular  No.  3  (46 
CFR  531.4(f) )  for  the  purpose  of  clarify¬ 
ing  the  procedures  to  be  followed  in  the 
filing  of  rate  changes  or  other  tariff  mat¬ 
ter  bearing  an  expiration  date.  Written 
comments  were  invited  and  received  from 
interested  parties. 

The  Commission  has  considered  the 
matter  in  light  of  the  written  comments 
and  its  experience  with  temporary  rates 
during  the  preceding  months,  and  has 
concluded  that  there  is  no  present  need 
for  the  proposed  rule. 

Novo  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby  discon¬ 
tinued. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-9275;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965: 
8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

[Bureau  Order  561,  Arndt.  108] 

BUREAU  AREA  DIRECTORS 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
State  and  Local  Regulation  of  Use 
of  Indian  Property 

August  26.  1965. 

Order  551  (an  order  by  which  the 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  delegates 
authority  to  Bureau  Area  Directors) .  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  section  377  to  read  as 
follows; 

Sec.  377.  State  and  local  regulation 
of  use  of  Indian  property;  adoption  of 
laws.  The  exerci^  of  the  authority  set 
out  In  25  cm  1.4(b)  concerning  the 
ad(K>tion  or  application  of  State  or  local 
laws  regulating  the  use  of  property  to 
trust  or  restricted  Indian  property.  The 
Area  Director  may  make  applicable  to 
trust  or  restricted  Indian  property, 
leased  to  or  held  or  used  by  othei'S  un¬ 
der  agreement,  State  or  local  laws  only 
in  those  States  which  have  assumed 
jurisdiction  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1953  (67  Stat.  588) .  As  to  such 
pr(v>erty  located  in  States  which  have 
not  assumed  such  jurisdiction,  the  Area 
Director  may  adopt  State  and  local 
laws  only  by  appropriate  provision  in  the 
lease  or  other  agreement. 

John  O.  Crow, 

Deputy  Commissioner. 

|FJt.  Doc.  65-9273;  Filed.  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Arizona  035063] 

ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  filed  an  application. 
Serial  Number  Arizona  035063  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  lands  described  below, 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  and  en¬ 
try,  including  mineral  location  and  en¬ 
try  under  the  General  Mining  Laws,  sub¬ 
ject  to  valid  existing  claims. 

The  Forest  Service  desires  the  lands 
for  roadside  zones  to  protect  and  main¬ 
tain  the  high  aesthetic  values  on  either 
side  of  the  roads  for  the  present  and 
futiu’e  generations. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  sulmiit  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  prc^iosed  withdrawal,  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  in  writing  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  3022  Federal  Building,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  85025. 


Notices 


If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  annoimced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Gila  and  Salt  Rivbi  Mesidan,  Ariz. 

TONTO  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Arizona  State  Highway  No.  87  (Bee  Line) 
Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  330  feet  on  each  side  of 
the  center  line  as  the  road  passes  through 
the  following  subdivisions: 

T.  3  N.,  R.  7  E.  (partially  surveyed) . 

Sec.  13; 

Sec.  21,  SE*4,  with  exception  of  lots  7  and 
8,  within  Indian  Reservation  Withdrawl; 
Sec.  22,SV&; 

Sec.  23; 

Sec.  24.  NW^; 

Sec.  26.  Ni^; 

Sec.  27,Ny2: 

Sec.  28,  NE^,  with  exception  of  lots  5  and 
6,  within  Indian  Reservation  Withdrawal. 
T.  3  N.,  R.  8  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  4,  NW>4; 

Sec.  5; 

Sec.  6,  SE>4; 

Sec.  7; 

Sec.  8,  NWV4: 

Sec.  18,  W>/4. 

T.  4  N.,  R.  8  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  2,  wy*; 

Sec.  3.  EMt*. 

Sec.  10,  NBiA; 

Sec.  11,  W>^  and  SE>4; 

Sec.  14; 

Sec.  22.  SEl^; 

Sec.  23; 

Sec.  26.  NWV4: 

Sec.  27,  NEV4NSV4.  NSV^SWV4.  and  S>y4 

swy4: 

Sec.  32,  sw>4; 

Sec.  33.  SV4  and  NE^; 

Sec.  34,  WVi. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  8  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  1,  EV4: 

Sec.  12,  all,  with  exception  of  land  in  pat¬ 
ented  HES  445; 

Secs.  13  and  24; 

Sec.  25.  Nya  and  SWI^; 

Sec.  26,  SE 14; 

Sec.  35,  EV4  and  SW>A; 

Sec.36,  W%. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  8  E.  (partially  surveyed) , 

Sec.  36.  SEt4. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  8  E.  (partially  surveyed) , 

Sec.  24,  SEV4; 

Sec.  25,  Ey2,  with  exception  of  land  in  Pat. 

774676; 

Sec.  36,  E  >4. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  9  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  6.  WV4. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  9  E.  (surveyed) , 

Sec.  7,  lots  5  to  11.  inclusive,  and  lot  15; 
Sec.  8.  lots  2  and  3,  EV4SW>^.  and  NW14; 

Sec.  17,  lot  1; 

Sec.  18.  lots  5  and  8.  W>^NEi4.  and  SE>4; 
Sec.  19.E14; 

Sec.  20,  W%: 

Sec.  29.  NWiA: 

Sec.30.  EV4SW^: 

Sec.  31,  lots  5  to  8,  inclusive.  E^W>^,  and 

£*4. 


T.  7  N.,  R.  9  E.  (partially  surveyed) , 

Sec.  15,  SW]4>  with  exception  of  Pat.  M.S. 

4086; 

Sec.  16; 

Sec.  17,  EV4  and  SWV4; 

Sec.  19,  lot  3,  SE^SW^SW>^,  E'^SWi^, 
andE^; 

Sec.  20.  WV4  and  NE14; 

Sec.  30,  E^NWV4  and  EV4W^NW^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  2404.51  acres. 

Arizona  State  Highway  No.  88  (Apache  Trail) 
Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  330  feet  on  each  side  of  the 
center  line  as  the  road  passes  through  the 
following  subdivisions: 

T.  2  N.,  R.  8  E.  (unsurveyed) . 

Sec.  36.  SE^NE^,  E^SEV4.  and  SE^NE>4 
NE^,  with  exception  of  patented  land  in 
M.S.  1568  and  4507. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  9  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  5,  SE^SW^  and  SW%SE>^; 

Sec.  8,  WV4  and  W^W^SE^; 

Sec.9,  NWV4NW%  and  WV4NEV4NW‘4: 

Sec.  12,  SW^,  NV4SEV4.  and  NE^; 

Sec.  13.NWV4NW%NW%; 

Sec.  17,  WV4  and  WV4NE>4; 

Sec.  18,  EV4Ey2EV4: 

Sec.  19.  SEV4.  SEV4NEI/4.  and  E'^NEi^ 
NE%; 

Sec.  20.  WV4SWV4,  W«4NW«4.  W>4E»^ 
NWV4.  and  NE^NE^NW^; 

Sec.  30,  SV4SW%.  NEV4SW>A,  E>4NW>4, 
W%NE^^.  NW>4SE%,  and  NW»4SW‘,4 
SE>^; 

Sec.  31,  NW%SWV4.  WV4NWV4  with  excep¬ 
tion  of  Pat.  MjS.  4607,  NEV4NW»4.  NW^ 
SEV4NW^,  and  NW%SWV4SW»^. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  10  E.  (unsurveyed) . 

Sec.  7,  SWV4NW%NW»4.  SW»4NW>4,  sy* 
SEi4NWi4,  S^/4S^^NE^.  SWV4.  and  Ny2 
SE^SEV4: 

Sec.  8.  SV4NW%  and  NW%SWV4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  1202.26  acres. 

Forest  Service  Road  No.  1278  (First  Water 
Road)  Roadside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  330  feet  on  each  side  of  the 
center  line  as  the  road  passes  through  the 
following  subdivision: 

T.  2  N.,  R.  9  E.  (unsurveyed) , 

Sec.  29,  SV4; 

Sec.  31,SV4  andNE>^; 

Sec.  32,  N^. 

The  area  described  aggregates  ap¬ 
proximately  200.00  acres. 

The  total  acreage  in  this  withdraw'al 
aggregates  approximately  3,806.77  acres. 

Dated:  August  26,  1965. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 

State  Director. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-9274;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


OfRce  of  the  Secretary 
GEORGE  V.  KENNEDY 

Report  of  Appointment  and  State¬ 
ment  of  Financial  Interests 

August  26, 1965. 

Pursuant  to  section  302(a)  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10674,  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  on  a  woe  appointee  in  the  Depart- 
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ment  of  the  Interior  is  furnished  for 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  : 

Name  of  appointee:  George  V.  Kennedy. 

Name  of  employing  agency:  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Water  and  Power  Development. 

The  title  of  the  appointee’s  position:  Di¬ 
rector,  Defense  Electric  Power  Area  1. 

The  name  of  the  appointee’s  private  em¬ 
ployer  or  employers:  Massachusetts  Electric 
Co.,  Leominster,  Mass. 

The  Statement  of  “financial  interests’’ 
for  the  above  appointee  is  enclosed. 

Stewart  L.  Uoall, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  16, 1965. 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  302(b)  of  Executive  Order 
10647, 1  am  filing  the  following  statement 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register: 

(1)  Names  of  any  corporations  of 
which  I  am,  or  had  been  within  60  days 
preceding  my  appointment,  on  July  16, 
1965,  as  Director,  DEPA  Area  1,  Defense 
Electric  Power  Administration,  an  oflB- 
cer  or  director: 

None. 

(2)  Names  of  any  corporations  in 
which  I  own,  or  did  own  within  60  days 
preceding  my  appointment,  any  stocks, 
bonds,  or  other  financial  interests: 

None. 

(3)  Names  of  any  partnerships  in 
which  I  am  associated,  or  had  been  as¬ 
sociated  within  60  da3^  preceding  my 
appointment: 

None. 

(4)  Names  of  any  other  businesses 
which  I  own,  or  owned  within  60  days 
preceding  my  appointment : 

None. 

Dated:  July  26,  1965. 

George  V.  Kennedy. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-9283;  PUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENER6Y  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  27-2] 

ALLIED-CROSSROADS  NUCLEAR 
CORP. 

Byproduct,  Source  and  Special 
Nuclear  Material  License 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  10  to  license  No.  20-685-2, 
held  by  Allied-Crossroads  Nuclear  Corp. 

The  license  amendment: 

1.  Changes  the  address  of  Allied- 
Crossroads  Nuclear  Corp.  from  201 
Victory  Road,  Dorchester,  Mass.,  to  350 
Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 

2.  Deletes  authority  for  storage  of  by¬ 
product,  source,  and  special  nuclear  ma¬ 
terial  at  201  Victory  Road,  Dorchester, 
Mass. 

3.  Deletes  authority  for  disposal  of 
waste  by  burial  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 


The  changes  in  the  license  do  not  in¬ 
volve  significant  hazard  considerations 
different  from  those  previously  evaluated. 
Under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
license,  Allied-Crossroads  Nuclear  Corp. 
will  no  longer  be  authorized  to  store  by¬ 
product.  source,  and  special  nuclear  ma¬ 
terial.  A  survey  of  the  licensee’s  former 
storage  facility  at  201  Victory  Road. 
Dorchester,  Mass.,  indicates  that  there 
was  no  significant  fixed  or  loose  con¬ 
tamination. 

’The  Commission  has  determined  that 
prior  public  notice  of  proposed  issuance 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  signifi¬ 
cant  hazard  considerations  different  from 
those  previously  evaluated. 

Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  applicant  may  file  a 
request  for  a  hearing,  and  any  persons 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene.  Requests  for  a  hearing  and 
petitions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations  (10  CFR  Part  2) .  If  a  request  for 
a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  prescribed 
in  this  notice,  the  Commission  will  Issue 
a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  appropriate 
order. 

'The  text  of  this  amendment  Is  at¬ 
tached  to  this  notice. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  August  24, 
1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

J.  A.  McBride, 

Director. 

Division  of  Materials  Licensing. 

Byproduct,  Source,  and  Special  Nuclear 
Matbual  License 

allied-crossroads  nuclear  corp. 

[License  No.  20-685-2;  Arndt.  No.  10] 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  having 
found  that: 

A.  The  licensee’s  equipment,  facilities,  and 
procedures  are  adequate  to  protect  health 
and  minimize  danger  to  life  or  property; 

B.  The  licensee  is  quidifled  by  training  and 
experience  to  use  the  material  for  the  piu^xwe 
requested  In  accordance  with  the  regulations 
In  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and 
in  such  manner  as  to  protect  health  and  min¬ 
imize  danger  to  life  or  property; 

C.  The  application  for  license  amendment 
dated  Jime  3,  1965,  and  amendments  thereto 
dated  June  23, 1965,  and  July  8,  1965,  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  Title  10,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  and  is  for  a  purpose 
authorized  by  that  act; 

D.  Issuance  of  the  amendment  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Byproduct,  Source,  and  Special  Nuclear 
Material  License  No.  20-685-2  is  hereby 
amended  in  its  entirety  to  read  as  follows: 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  and  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Chapter  1,  Parts  30,  40,  and  70 
and  subject  to  the  statements  and  repre¬ 
sentations  in  the  application,  a  license  is 
hereby  issued  to  Allied-Crossroads  Nuclear 
Corp.,  350  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  to 
receive  and  possess  packages  containing 
waste  byproduct,  source  and  special  nuclear 
material  at  customers’  facilities  in  any  State 


of  the  United  States  except  In  “Agreement 
States’’  as  defined  In  Section  150.3(b),  10 
CFR  150,  and  to  transfer  the  packages  to 
authorize  land  burial  sites  for  disposal. 

This  license  shall  be  deemed  to  contain  the 
conditions  specified  In  section  183  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1054,  as  amended,  and 
is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  20, 
“Standards  for  Protection  Against  Radia¬ 
tion,”  all  other  applicable  rules,  regulations, 
orders  of  the  Atcunlc  Energy  Commission  now 
or  hereafter  in  effect  and  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  The  licensee  shall  not  possess  at  any 
one  time  mcM'e  than: 

A.  1,000  curies  of  byproduct  material  other 
than  Hydrogen  3  and  Carbon  14. 

B.  5,000  curies  each  of  Hydrogen  3  and 
Carbon  14. 

C.  50,000  pounds  of  source  material. 

D.  350  grams  of  special  nuclear  material. 

2.  Packages  shall  be  received,  handled,  and 
transported  by,  or  in  the  physical  presence 
of,  employees  designated  by  the  licensee's 
Radiological  Safety  Committee. 

3.  The  licensee  shall  receive  only  waste 
materials  which  have  been  prepackaged  by 
the  licensee’s  customers.  The  licensee  shall 
provide  each  customer  a  copy  of  “Instruc- 
tlons  to  Shipper  of  Radioactive  Waste 
Material.” 

4.  The  transportation  of  AEC-licensed  ma¬ 
terial  shall  be  subject  to  the  applicable  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  and  other  agencies 
of  the  United  States  having  appropriate 
Jurisdiction,  and  where  such  regulations  are 
not  applicable  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  following  requirements  except  as  spe¬ 
cifically  provided  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission: 

A.  Outside  Shipping  Containers.  (1)  The 
containers  shall  meet  any  one  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  specifications  described  in  Appendix  A 
attached  hereto: 

a.  Specification  15A,  15B,  12B,  6A,  6B,  17C, 
17H,  19A,  or  19B  for  the  containment  of 
radioactivity  In  amounts  not  in  excess  of  2.7 
curies;  except  polonium,  2  curies;  or 

b.  Specification  55  for  containment  of  solid 
cobalt  60,  cesium  137,  iridium  192,  or  gold 
198  in  amounts  not  in  excess  of  300  curies. 

(2)  There  shall  be  no  radioactive  con¬ 
tamination  on  any  exterior  surface  of  the 
container  In  excess  of  500  d/m/100  sq.  cm. 
alpha  and  0.1  mrem/hr  beta-gamma  radia¬ 
tion. 

(3)  The  smallest  dimension  of  the  con¬ 
tainer  shall  not  be  less  than  4  Inches. 

(4)  The  radiation  level  at  any  accessible 
surface  of  the  container  shall  not  exceed  200 
mrem/hr. 

(5)  At  one  meter  from  any  point  on  the 
radioactive  source  the  radiation  level  shall 
not  exceed  10  mrem/hr. 

(6)  Containers  which  contain  radioactive 
material  emitting  only  alpha  and/or  beta 
radiation  shall  contain  sufficient  shielding 
to  prevent  the  escape  of  primary  corpuscular 
radiation  to  the  exterior  surface  so  that  it 
does  not  exceed  10  mrem/24  hours  at  any 
time  during  transportation. 

B.  Inside  Containers.  (1)  Solid  and  gas¬ 
eous  radioactive  materials  shall  be  packed 
in  suitable  inside  containers  designed  to 
prevent  rupture  and  leakage  under  condi¬ 
tions  incident  to  transportation. 

(2)  Liquid  radioactive  materials  must  be 
packed  in  sealed  glass,  earthenware,  or  other 
suitable  containers.  The  container  must  be 
surrounded  on  all  sides  by  an  absorbent 
material  sufficient  to  absorb  the  entire  liquid 
contents  and  be  of  such  nature  that  its 
efficiency  will  not  be  impaired  by  chemical 
reactions  with  the  contents.  Where  shield¬ 
ing  is  required  the  absorbent  material  must 
be  placed  within  the  shield.  If  the  inside 
container  meets  the  Specification  2R  In  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  the  absorbent  material  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 
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(3)  Materials  containing  radloeotopes  of 
plutonium,  americium,  polonium,  or  curium, 
a  the  Isotope  strontium  80,  In  quantities  In 
excess  of  100  microcuries,  must  be  packed  In 
containers  which  meet  Specification  2R  in 
Appendix  A. 

C.  Shielding.  Inside  containers  must  be 
completely  surrounded  with  sufficient  shield¬ 
ing  to  meet  the  requirements  ot  subpam- 
grapbs  A(4),  A(5),  and  A(6)  of  this  con¬ 
dition.  The  shield  must  be  so  designed  that 
it  will  not  open  or  break  under  conditions 
incident  to  transportation. 

O.  Labeling.  Each  outside  container  label 
requiring  under  section  20.203(f)  of  10  CFR 
20  shall  bear  the  following  information: 

(1)  Total  activity  In  mlllicuries,  or  In  the 
case  of  source  and  special  nuclear  material, 
the  total  weight; 

(2)  principal  radioisotope; 

(3)  radiation  level  at  the  surface  of  the 
container  and  at  one  meter  from  the  source; 
and 

(4)  the  name  and  address  of  the  licensee. 

E.  Each  vehicle  In  which  licensed  material 
is  transported  shall  be  marked  or  placarded 
on  each  side  and  the  rear  with  lettering  at 
least  3  Inches  high  as  follows:  “DANGER¬ 
OUS-RADIOACTIVE  MATERIAL.” 

F.  Accidents.  In  the  event  of  an  accident 
involving  any  vehicle  transporting  licensed 
material,  Inunediate  steps  shall  be  taken  to 
prevent  radioactive  exposure  of  persons  and 
to  control  contamination. 

G.  Exemptions.  Specific  approval  must  be 
obtained  from  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion  for  modification  of,  or  exemption  from, 
the  requirements  of  this  license  condition. 
Requests  for  such  approval  should  be  direct¬ 
ed  to  the  Chief,  Isotopes  Branch,  Division  of 
Materials  Licensing,  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  and  should  contain  sufficient  in- 
fonnation  to  support  such  a  request. 

5.  The  licensee  shall  not  store  byproduct, 
source  and  special  nuclear  material  In  any 
of  the  states  in  which  the  licensee  Is  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  and  possess  such  material 
under  the  terms  of  this  license. 

6.  A  copy  of  “Personnel  Monitoring  In¬ 
structions”  and  “Instructions  for  Collection 
and  Transportation  of  Radioactive  Waste 
Material”  shall  be  supplied  to  each  employee 
of  the  licensee  Involved  In  the  receipt,  han¬ 
dling,  and  transportation  of  byproduct, 
source,  and  special  nuclear  material. 

7.  Except  as  specifically  provided  otherwise 
by  this  license,  the  licensee  shall  conduct 
activities  authorized  In  this  license  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  conditions,  limitations, 
and  procedures  contained  In  the  application 
dated  June  29,  1961,  and  amendments  there¬ 
to  dated  Dec^nber  29,  1961;  January  8,  1962; 
and  January  27,  1962;  the  application  dated 
September  4,  1964,  and  amendment  thereto 
dated  October  9,  1964;  and  the  application 
dated  June  3,  1965,  and  amendments  thereto 
dated  June  23,  1965,  and  July  8,  1965. 

This  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  Issuance.  This  license  shall  expire  on 
January  31, 1967. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Date  of  issuance :  August  24, 1965. 

J.  A.  McBamE. 

Director, 

Division  of  Materials  Licensing. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-9262;  Piled,  Sept.  1.  1965; 
8:45  am.] 


[Docket  No.  50-3  ] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF 
NEW  YORK,  INC. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of  Provi¬ 
sional  Operating  License  Amend¬ 
ment 

Please  take  notice  that  pursuant  to 
section  189  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 


1954,  as  amended,  the  Atomic  Energy 
CTommission  is  considering  the  issuance 
of  Amendment  No.  2,  set  forth  below,  to 
Provisional  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
5  which  authorizes  Consolidated  Edison 
Co.  of  New  York,  Inc.,  to  operate  its  In¬ 
dian  Point  Reactor  located  in  Westches¬ 
ter  County,  N.Y.  The  amendment  would 
authorize  the  licensee  (1)  to  replace  its 
present  reactor  core  containing  thorium 
oxide  (Core  A)  with  a  low-enrichment 
uranium-oxide  core  (Core  B),  and  (2) 
to  increase  the  steady  state  operating 
power  level  of  the  reactor  from  585  to 
615  thermal  megawatts. 

Within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  applicant  may  file  a 
request  for  a  hearing,  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  Intervene.  Requests  for  a  hearing  and 
petitions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  (10  CFR  Part  2).  If  a  request 
for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  notice,  the  Commission 
will  issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  license  amendment,  see  (1)  the 
application  for  license  amendment  dated 
April  6,  1965,  and  supplements  thereto 
dated  May  6,  1965,  and  June  9,  1965,  (2) 
a  report  from  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Reactor  Safeguards  dated  May  20, 
1965,  (3)  a  related  safety  evaluation  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  Research  and  Power  Reac¬ 
tor  Safety  Branch  of  the  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing,  and  (4)  the  Technical 
Specifications  which  are  incorporated  in 
the  license  and  designated  as  Appendix 
A  thereto,  all  of  which  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Cc«nmisslon’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  items 
(2)  and  (3)  above  may  be  obtained  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  or  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20545,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  BetHesda,  Md.,  this  30th  day 
of  August  1965. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Doan, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[License  No.  DPR-5,  Amdt.  No.  2] 

Proposed  Provisional  Operating  License 
Amendment 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  having 
found  that: 

a.  The  application  for  license  amendment 
dated  April  6,  1965,  as  amended  May  6,  1965, 
and  June  9,  1965,  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  and  the  Commission's  Regulations 
set  forth  In  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  CFR; 

b.  There  is  reasonable  assurance  (1)  that 
the  facility  can  be  operated  at  power  levels 
not  In  excess  of  615  Mw(t)  In  accordance 
with  this  license,  as  amended,  without  en¬ 
dangering  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public 
and  (11)  that  such  activities  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  In  compliance  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission: 

c.  The  applicant  is  technically  and  finan¬ 
cially  qualified  to  engage  In  the  activities 


authorized  by  this  license,  as  amended.  In 
accOTdance  with  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  (Commission; 

d.  The  applicant  has  furnished  ptoot  of 
financial  protection  to  satisfy  the  require¬ 
ments  of  10  CFR,  Part  140; 

e.  The  issuance  of  this  license,  as  amended, 
will  not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense 
and  security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public; 

Provisional  Operating  License  No.  DPR-5 
is  hereby  amended  In  its  entirety  to  read  as 
follows: 

1.  This  license  applies  to  the  utilization 
facility  consisting  of  a  pressurized  water  re¬ 
actor  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “the  re¬ 
actor”),  and  associated  components  and 
equipment  hereinafter  specified,  which  Is 
owned  by  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 
York,  Inc.  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Con¬ 
solidated”),  located  at  Consolidated's  site  In 
Westchester  County,  N.T.,  and  described  in 
the  Amended  and  Substituted  Application 
for  Licenses  dated  November  30,  1960,  as 
amended,  and  in  the  application  for  license 
amendment  dated  April  6,  1965,  as  supple¬ 
mented  May  6,  1965  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  “the  application”),  and  which  is  a  part 
of  the  electric  generating  plant  which  has 
been  designated  by  Consolidated  as  the 
Indian  Point  Station. 

2.  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  require¬ 
ments  incorporated  herein,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  “the  Commission”)  hereby  licenses  Con¬ 
solidated  : 

A.  Pursuant  to  Section  104b.  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  “the  Act”)  and 
Title  10,  CFR,  Chapter  1,  Part  50,  “Licensing 
of  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities,” 
to  possess,  use  and  operate  the  reactor  as  a 
utilization  facility; 

B.  Pursuant  to  ^e  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  70,  “Special  Nuclear  Ma¬ 
terial,”  to  receive,  possess  and  use  at  any 
one  time  1918.0  kilograms  of  contained 
uranium-235  as  fuel  for  operation  of  the 
reactor; 

C.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  70,  “Special  Nuclear  Ma¬ 
terial,”  to  receive,  possess  and  use  six  (6) 
grams  of  uranium-235  in  fission  counters; 

D.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  30,  “Licensing  of  Byproduct 
Material,”  to  receive,  possess,  and  use  six 
hundred  (600)  curies  of  Polcmium-210  en¬ 
capsulated  as  Po-Be  neutron  start-up 
sources; 

E.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  30,  “Licensing  of  Byproduct 
Material,”  and  Part  70,  “Licensing  of  Special 
Nuclear  Material,”  to  possess,  but  not  to 
separate,  such  byproduct  material  and 
special  nuclear  material  as  may  be  produced 
by  operation  of  the  reactor; 

F.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Parts  30  and  70,  to  possess  and  stOTe  the 
1140.46  kilograms  of  special  nuclear  ma¬ 
terial  and  the  byproduct  materials  con¬ 
tained  In  Core  A. 

3.  This  license  shall  be  deemed  to  contain 
and  is  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  In 
sections  50.54  and  50.59  of  Part  50,  section 
70.32  of  Part  70,  section  40.41  of  Part  40,  and 
section  30.32  of  Part  30  of  the  Ckimmlssion's 
regulations;  is  subject  to  all  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  and  rules,  regulations  and 
orders  of  the  (Commission  now  or  hereafter 
in  effect;  and  la  subject  to  the  additional 
conditions  specified  below: 

A.  Maximum  power  level.  (Consolidated  is 
authorized  to  operate  the  reactor  at  steady 
state  power  levels  up  to  a  maximum  of  615 
thermal  megawatts. 

B.  Technical  specifications.  The  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  contained  In  Appendix 
A  to  this  license  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Technical  Specifications”)  are  hseby  In¬ 
corporated  In  this  license.  Consolidated 
shall  operate  the  reactor  in  accordance  with 
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the  Technical  l^jeciflcations.  No  changes 
shall  be  made  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
tmless  autbcnized  by  the  Ccnmnisslon  as 
provided  In  10  CPR  50.69,  or  as  otherwise 
permitted  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations. 

C.  Records.  In  addition  to  those  other¬ 
wise  required  under  this  license  and  appli¬ 
cable  regvilatlons.  Consolidated  shall  keep 
the  following  records; 

(1)  Reactor  operating  reccH’ds,  including 
power  levels  and  period  of  operation  at  each 
power  level. 

(2)  Records  showing  the  radioactivity  re¬ 
leased  or  discharged  Into  the  air  or  water 
beyond  the  effective  control  of  Consolidated 
as  measured  at  or  prior  to  the  point  of  such 
release  or  discharge. 

(3)  Records  of  scrams,  including  reasons 
therefor. 

(4)  Records  of  principal  maintenance  op¬ 
erations  Involving  substitution  or  replace¬ 
ment  of  facility  equipment  or  components 
and  the  reasons  therefor. 

(5)  Recwds  of  radioactivity  measurements 
at  on-site  and  off-site  monitoring  stations. 

(6)  RecOTds  of  facility  tests  and  measxue- 
ments  performed  ptirsuant  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Technical  Specifications. 

D.  Reports.  In  addition  to  reports  other¬ 
wise  required  under  this  license  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations: 

(1)  Consolidated  shall  inform  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  any  incident  or  condition  relating 
to  the  operation  of  the  facility  which  pre¬ 
vented  or  could  have  prevented  the  facility 
from  performing  its  safety  functions  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  Technical  Specifications.  For 
each  such  occurrence.  Consolidated  shall 
promptly  notify  by  telephone  or  telegraph 
the  Commission’s  Division  of  Compliance 
and  shall  submit  within  ten  (10)  days  a 
report  in  writing  to  the  Director,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing,  with  a  copy  to  the 
Division  of  Compliance. 

(2)  Consolidated  shall  report  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  within  thirty  (30)  days 
of  its  observed  occurrence  any  substantial 
variance  disclosed  by  operation  of  the  facil¬ 
ity  from  performance  specifications  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Technical  Specifications. 

(3)  Consolidated  shall  report  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  within  thirty  (30)  days 
of  its  occurrence  any  significant  change  in 
transient  or  accident  analysis,  as  described 
in  the  Hazards  Summary  Report. 

(4)  Consolidated  shall  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  completion  of  the  initial  start¬ 
up  and  power  operation  tests  prescribed  in 
section  6  of  the  Technical  Specifications  a 
report  describing  the  measured  values  ob¬ 
tained. 

(5)  As  soon  as  possible  after  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  six  months  of  operation  of  the  facil¬ 
ity  (calculated  from  the  date  of  initial 
criticality) ,  and  at  the  end  of  each  six-month 
period  thereafter.  Consolidated  shall  submit 
a  report  in  writing  to  the  Commission  cov¬ 
ering  the  following  matters: 

a.  Hoims  of  use  of  the  facility. 

b.  The  electric  output  of  the  plant. 

c.  Shutdowns  of  the  facility,  with  a  brief 
explanation  of  the  cause  and  duration  of 
each  shutdown. 

d.  Levels  of  radioactivity  measmed  at  the 
site  and  at  off-site  monitoring  stations. 

e.  Levels  of  radioactivity  in  principal  sys¬ 
tems  established  by  chemical  analysis. 

f.  Routine  releases,  discharges  and  ship¬ 
ments  of  radioactive  materials. 

g.  Principal  maintenance  performed  and 
principal  changes  made  in  the  facility  with 
the  reasons  therefor. 

h.  A  description  of  significant  tests  per¬ 
formed  during  the  six-month  period  and  the 
results  of  any  test  analyses  completed  during 
the  period. 

As  used  in  this  license  the  term  "Hazards 
Summary  RepcK-t”  means  and  includes  the 
following  exhibits  which  are  a  part  of  the 
application:  P-4  (Rev.-3),  F-«  (Rev.-2),  F-7 


(Rev.-l),  Q-3  (Rev.-2),  H-14  (Rev.-2).  K-4, 
K-4A,K-4B,  K-S  (Rev.-l)  (but  not  including 
section  2.1.2  through  2.3.7.4,  section  4,  fig¬ 
ures  2-1  through  2-0,  Figme  3-17,  Figures 
4-1  through  4-12  and  Appendix  A];  K-6A1, 
K-6A10,  K-SAll,  K-6A11A.  K-6A12,  K-5A13. 
K-5A14  as  amended,  K-5A16,  K-16,  and  the 
document  entitled  “Final  Hazards  Siunmary 
Report  for  the  Consolidated  Edison  Indian 
Point  Reactor  Core  B,’’  as  amended. 

4.  Pursuant  to  §  50.60,  Title  10,  CFR,  Chap¬ 
ter  1,  Part  50,  the  Commission  has  allocated 
to  Consolidated  for  use  in  the  operation  of 
the  reactOT  6,459  kilograms  of  uranlum-235 
contained  in  tiranium  at  the  isotopic  ratios 
specified  in  the  application.  Estimated 
schedules  of  special  nuclear  material  trans¬ 
fers  to  Consolidated  and  returns  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  Core  A,  Core  B  and  subsequent 
Core  B-type  cores  are  contained  in  Appendix 
B  which  is  attached  hereto.  Shipments  by 
the  Commission  to  Consolidated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Column  (2)  in  App>endix  B  will  be 
conditioned  upon  Consolidated’s  return  to 
the  Commission  of  material  substantially  in 
accordance  with  Column  (3)  of  Appendix  B. 

5.  Definitions.  As  used  in  this  license  the 
term  "facility’’  means  the  following  systems 
and  components  as  described  in  the  applica¬ 
tion: 

A.  The  site  as  designated  in  Exhibit  H-14 
(Rev.  2)  to  the  application,  excluding:  oil 
and  coal  storage  facilities;  the  railroad  spur; 
road  systems  and  dock  facility;  and,  to  the 
extent  not  otherwise  covered  in  this  defini¬ 
tion,  the  electrical  transmission  lines  and  the 
Buchanan  substation. 

B.  The  reactor,  including  the  reactor  core, 
reactor  vessel,  support  structme,  instrumen¬ 
tation,  and  controls. 

C.  A  primary  coolant  loop  system,  includ¬ 
ing  piping,  coolant  pumps,  nuclear  boilers, 
pressurizer,  auxiliary  systems,  instrumenta¬ 
tion,  and  controls. 

D.  A  containment  vessel  to  house  the  re¬ 
actor  and  the  primary  loop  system. 

E.  A  cooling  system  for  the  containment 
vessel,  including  a  system  of  pumps,  piping, 
spray  nozzles,  and  heat  interchangers. 

F.  A  concerete  radiation  shield  completely 
enclosing  the  containment  vessel. 

G.  A  system  comprised  of  iscdation  valves 
and  necessary  operating  controls  to  close 
penetrations  of  the  containment  vessel. 

H.  A  ventilating  system  for  the  contain¬ 
ment  vessel,  nuclear  service  building,  chemi¬ 
cal  systems  bviilding,  and  fuel  handling 
building. 

I.  A  boron  addition  system,  including  mix¬ 
ing  tanks,  pumps  and  piping. 

J.  Biological  shielding.  Including  water 
and  concrete  shields  at  the  reactor  vessel. 

K.  A  decay  heat  cooling  system,  Including 
heat  Interchangers,  pumps  and  piping. 

L.  A  closed,  fresh-water  coolant  system, 
including  heat  interchangers,  pumps  and  pip¬ 
ing  to  provide  cooling  for  the  nuclear  facility 
through  heat  interchangers  where  the  heat 
in  the  fresh  water  is  transferred  to  river 
water. 

M.  A  chemical  processing  system,  includ¬ 
ing  ion  exchangers,  evaporators,  heat  inter¬ 
changers,  pumps,  piping,  and  tanks  to  remove 
and  dispose  of  gaseous,  liquid  and  solid  radio¬ 
active  products  from  the  primary  coolant  and 
waste  liquids. 

N.  A  fuel  handling  and  storage  system,  in¬ 

cluding  canals,  transfer  tube,  stop  valves, 
and  fuel  handling  devices.  — ^ 

O.  An  Instrument  system,  including  detec¬ 
tors,  transmitters,  amplifiers,  receivers  and 
controllers,  panel  boards  and  necessary  cir¬ 
cuitry  to  control  the  reactor  and  associated 
systems. 

P.  A  radiation  monitoring  system,  includ¬ 
ing  detectors  and  measuring  devices. 

Q.  Secondary  coolant  system. 

R.  Auxiliary  steam  system. 

S.  Condensate  and  make-up  water  storage 
facilities. 

T.  Circulating  system. 

U.  Component  drain  system. 


V.  Sampling  system. 

W.  Electrical  system,  excluding  transmis¬ 
sion  lines  and  the  Buchanan  substation  to 
the  extent  that  they  are  not  covered  in  the 
Technical  Specifications. 

6.  This  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  provisional 
operating  license  shall  become  effective  on 
the  date  that  Consolidated  shall  notify  the 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing,  in 
writing  that  the  last  fuel  element  (or  the 
last  core  component)  of  Core  A  has  been 
removed  from  the  reactor  and  placed  in  the 
spent  fuel  storage  pods,  and  shall  expire 
eighteen  months  from  the  date  of  such  no¬ 
tice,  imless  extended  for  good  cause  shown, 
or  upon  the  earlier  Issuance  of  a  supersed¬ 
ing  operating  license. 

Date  of  Issuance: 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Doan, 
Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-9326;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  16457;  Order  E-22687] 

UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Surcharges  for  New  Jet  Service; 
Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspen¬ 
sion 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  27th  day  of  August  1965. 

United  Air  lines  Inc.  (United),  has 
filed  tariff  revisions '  marked  to  become 
effective  September  1  and  3,  1965,  pro¬ 
posing  to  add  seven  one-way  jet  coach 
fares.  The  proposed  fares  are  between 
Reno,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Los  Angeles, 
Oakland,  Sacramento,  San  Diego,  and 
San  Francisco,  on  the  other,  and  between 
Socramento-Los  Angeles  and  Sacra- 
mento-San  Diego.  The  tariff  revisions 
do  not  bear  an  expiration  date.  No  com¬ 
plaints  have  been  filed.* 

The  idelds  per  passenger-mile  of  the 
fares  currently  in  effect  in  the  markets 
affected  by  United’s  proposal  are  com¬ 
parable  to  those  for  similar  services  in 
other  domestic  markets.  The  proposed 
jet  coach  fares  range  from  6.0  to  18.7  per¬ 
cent  above  coach  propeller  fares.  The 
amount  of  the  surcharge,  or  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  propeller  and  jet  fares, 
ranges  from  $1.05  to  $3.90. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  the  carrier 
states  that  basically  the  new  jet  coach 
fares  were  established  in  accordance 
with  the  generally  accepted  formula  used 
by  the  trunkline  carriers;  that  at  the 
present  time  United  operates  two  B-727 
one-class  standard  service  flights  be¬ 
tween  Los  Angeles-Sacramento-Reno 
and  three  propeller  coach  flights  between 
Los  Angeles  and  Sacramento,  two  of 
which  also  serve  Reno;  that  on  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  United  plans  to  inaugurate  jet 


>  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers,  Inc., 
Agent,  CAB  No.  44,  bearing  filing  dates  of 
Aug.  2  and  4, 1965. 

>  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  has  in-oposed  to 
reduce  its  existing  Jet  coach  fare  between 
Sacramento  and  San  Diego  from  $36.65  to 
$30.30,  to  match  the  lower  fare  proposed 
by  United.  ’The  lower  fare  of  Western  will 
be  permitted  to  beemne  effective. 
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coach  service  between  Los  Angeles-Sac- 
ramento-Reno-San  Francisco  with  one 
daily  flight  in  each  direction;  and  that 
these  jet  coach  flights  will  be  operated 
with  B-727  aircraft  with  six-abreast 
seating  and  will  replace  one  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  daily  one-class  standard  service 
round  trips  which  is  operated  with  B-727 
equipment  with  flve-abreast  seating  be¬ 
tween  the  same  points. 

On  August  13,  1965,  United  flled  a  let¬ 
ter  with  the  Board  in  support  of  its  re¬ 
filing  of  certain  jet  fares,  which  had  pre¬ 
viously  been  suspended  by  the  Board 
(Order  £1-22483) ,  and  new  jet  fares  filed 
for  other  markets.  In  its  letter.  United 
contends  that  its  proposed  Jet  fares  are 
no  different  than  other  jet  fares  per¬ 
mitted  by  the  Board  until  April  25,  1965; 
that  for  the  year  ended  March  31,  1965, 
its  rate  of  return  was  6.8  percent;  that 
its  earnings  are  not  excessive;  and  that 
Its  proposed  fares  are  not  unreasonable. 
United  alleges  that  it  has  no  intention 
of  increasing  charges  to  the  public;  that 
the  recently  reduced  Jet  first-class  fares 
for  markets  over  700  miles  will  decrease 
its  annual  passenger  revenues  by  $2.7 
million ;  that  a  reversal  of  the  Board’s 
long-established  policy  of  permitting 
higher  fares  for  Jet  service  than  propel¬ 
ler  service  is  not  desirable  at  this  time; 
and  that  the  establishment  of  new  prin¬ 
ciples  pertaining  to  Jet  fares  should  be 
adopted  pursuant  to  an  industrywide 
proceeding  exploring  all  problems  con¬ 
nected  therewith. 

After  the  Introduction  of  Jet  service  in 
the  1958-59  winter  season,  the  domestic 
trunkline  carriers  were  permitted  to 
charge  extra  fares  for  all  first-class  and 
coach  Jet  services.  The  Board’s  deter¬ 
mination  to  allow,  on  a  permissive  basis, 
reasonable  Jet  surcharges  took  into  con¬ 
sideration  that  there  were  no  objections 
to  the  surcharges  by  any  domestic  car¬ 
rier,  including  both  Jet  and  non-jet  op¬ 
erators,  that  the- Jet  smrcharges  could  be 
justified  on  the  basis  of  value  of  service, 
that  both  Jet  and  lower-fare  propeller 
services  were  available  to  the  public,  and 
that  the  carriers  needed  additional  reve¬ 
nue  in  the  light  of  severely  depressed 
earnings  then  being  experienced.  A  few 
months  later,  the  Board  permitted  the 
domestic  tnmk  carriers  to  raise  Jet  coach 
fares  to  75  percent  of  the  flh'st-class  Jet 
level  (Order  E-15894,  October  7,  1960) 
since  the  carriers  had  asserted  a  need 
for  additional  revenue  and  as  a  means  to 
check  the  substantial  diversion  from 
first-class  to  coach  that  had  been  devel¬ 
oping  on  two-class  Jet  flights.  Subse¬ 
quently,  Jet  surcharges  became  a  part 
of  the  fare  structure,  and  as  new  Jet 
service  was  inaugurate,  one-element  Jet 
fares  which  in  substance  effected  a  sur¬ 
charge  for  Jet  service  above  propeller 
service  were  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive.  This  practice  has  continued  until 
July  27, 1965,  when  the  Board  suspended 
the  jet  first-class  fares  proposed  for  the 
first  time  by  United  in  several  markets.* 


•The  fares  of  United  suspended  by  Order 
E-22483  averaged  about  3  percent  above  pro¬ 
peller  fares  and  reflected  both  the  addition 
of  jet  surcharges  and  the  general  fare  in¬ 
crease  of  60  cents  per  ticket  related  to  the 
^eggage  rule  change.  United  has  reflled 
these  fares,  without  the  60-cent  Increase, 
effective  September  27,  1966.  The  new  flllng 
of  United  will  be  considered  at  a  later  date. 


There  are  no  longer  valid  economic 
Justifications  for  permitting  the  pricing 
of  new  Jet  service  in  trunkline  markets 
at  a  level  above  propeller  service.  Jet 
aircraft  generally  have  lower  unit  costs 
than  the  propeller  aircraft  they  re¬ 
place.  Propeller  service  is  gradually 
disappearing,  and  is  virtually  nonexist¬ 
ent  in  several  markets.  About  75  per¬ 
cent  of  the  revenue  passenger-miles  of 
the  domestic  trunkline  carriers  were 
flown  with  pure  Jet  aircraft  in  1964, 
and  this  percentage  will  continue  to  in¬ 
crease.  In  many  markets,  where  the 
new  fares  will  generally  apply,  passen¬ 
gers  will  frequently  be  denied  an  option 
of  adequate  piston  service  at  lower 
fares,  and  thereby  be  required  to  pay 
the  higher  Jet  fares.  Thus,  in  these  mar¬ 
kets,  new  Jet  fares  higher  than  existing 
propeller  fares  will,  for  all  pi*actical  pur¬ 
poses,  be  fare  increases. 

In  the  General  Passenger  Fare  Inves¬ 
tigation  (Docket  8008) .  32  CAB  291 
(1960) ,  the  Board  found  that  a  weighted 
average  return  for  the  domestic  trunk¬ 
line  carriers  of  10.5  percent  on  invested 
capital  is  fair  and  reasonable.  ’This  rate 
of  return  has  been  exceeded  in  the 
twelve-month  period  ended  June  30, 
1965,*  and  reports  or  current  earnings 
show  that  the  trend  continues  upward. 
Ip  these  circumstances,  there  is  no  basis 
for  fare  increases  by  the  domestic  trunk¬ 
line  carriers.*  We  note  from  data  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Board  that  United’s  earn¬ 
ings  have  been  increasing  steadily  in  re¬ 
cent  periods,  even  though  its  return  is 
somewhat  lower  than  that  for  the  indus¬ 
try.  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  we 
cannot  find  an  adequate  economic  Justi¬ 
fication  supporting  the  proposed  Jet 
fares,  and  we  conclude  that  these  fares, 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  higher  than 
existing  propeller  fares  may  be  \uijust 
and  unreasonable.  We  are  accordingly 
suspending  and  will  investigate  the  fare 
increases  proposed  by  United  on  Jet 
equipment  above  the  current  propeller 
fares,  as  these  proposals  constitute  fare 
increases  above  the  existing  level  of  fares 
in  the  ap>plicable  markets. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  fares  and  provisions 
described  in  Appendix  A  attached  here¬ 
to,*  and  rules,  regulaticms,  or  practices 
affecting  such  fares  and  provisions,  are 
or  will  be,  unjust  or  imreasonable,  im- 
Justly  discriminatory,  imduly  preferen- 


>For  the  twelve  months  ended  June  30, 
1965,  the  rate  of  return  for  the  domestic 
trunkline  carriers  Is  approximately  11.6  per¬ 
cent.  The  return  Is  about  lOA  percent  after 
deducting  from  reported  Income  the  esti¬ 
mated  preliminary  Investment  tax  credit 
provision  accrued  by  the  carriers. 

*Thls  conclusion  underlay  the  Board’s  re¬ 
cent  actlcm  suspending  the  proposal  of  the 
trunkline  carriers  to  raise  one-way  flrst-class 
fares  by  50  cents  in  connection  with  the 
liberalization  of  baggage  allowances  and  pro¬ 
visions.  Compare  also  the  Board’s  actions 
with  respect  to  certain  fare  Increases  pro¬ 
posed  by  Southern  Airways  and  Eastern  Air 
Lines  as  well  as  competing  carriers.  Orders 
E-21290,  Sept.  17,  1964;  E-21529,  Mov.  23, 
1964;  and  E-21637,  Jan.  4,  1966. 

’  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


tial,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  im- 
lawful,  and  if  found  to  be  unlawful  to 
determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful  fares 
and  provisions,  and  rules,  regulations, 
and  practices  affecting  such  fares  and 
provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  fares  and  provisions  described 
in  Appendix  A  hereto  are  suspended  and 
their  use  deferred  to  and  including  No¬ 
vember  29, 1965,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Board,  and  that  no  changes  be 
made  therein  during  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  except  by  order  or  special  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Board; 

3.  This  investigation  be  assigned  for 
hearing  before  an  Examiner  of  the  Board 
at  a  time  and  place  hereafter  to  be 
designated;  and 

4.  A  copy  of  this  order  will  be  filed 
with  the  aforesaid  tariffs  and  be  served 
on  United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  CfivU  Aeronautics  Board.* 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-9293;  Flled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  15998—16000;  FCC  65M-10951 

EMERALD  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

(KPIR)  ET  AL. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Emerald  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.  (KPIR),  Eugene,  Oreg., 
Docket  No.  15998,  FUe  No.  BP-15590; 
Pendleton  Broadcasting  Co.  (KUMA), 
Pendleton,  Oreg.,  Docket  No.  15999,  File 
No.  BP-16220;  Hi-Desert  Broadcasting 
Corp.  (KDHI),  Twenty-Nine  Palms, 
Calif.,  Docket  No.  16000,  FUe  No.  BP- 
16503;  for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  petition  filed  August  24, 
1965,  by  Hi-Desert  Broadcasting  Corp. 
(KDHI),  requesting  an  extension  of  the 
date  for  final  exchange  of  all  exhibits 
from  September  1  to  September  8,  1965, 
and  that  a  prehearing  conference  be  held 
on  September  9, 1965; 

It  appearing.  That  the  subject  re¬ 
quests  are  not  opposed  by  any  party  to 
the  proceeding  and  that  a  grant  thereof 
is  appropriate; 

It  is  ordered.  This  25th  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  subject  petition  is  grant¬ 
ed,  that  the  date  for  final  exchange  of 
all  exhibits  is  extended  from  Septem¬ 
ber  1  to  September  8,  1965,  and  that  a 
further  prehearing  conference  shall  be 
held  at  2  pjn.,  September  9,  1965. 

Released;  August  26,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-9298;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 


*  Member  Olllilland  dissented. 
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[Docket  Nos.  15977,  15978;  PCC  65M-11071 

MORGAN  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
DICK  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
OF  TENNESSEE 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Harry  J.  Morgan 
trading  as  Morgan  Broadcasting  Co., 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  Docket  No.  15977,  File 
No.  BPH-4503;  Dick  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  of  Tennessee,  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
Docket  No.  15978,  Pile  No.  BPH-4650; 
for  construction  permits. 

Because  of  the  Review  Board’s  Mem¬ 
orandum  Opinion  and  Order  released 
August  20, 1965,  which  may  conclude  the 
above-entitled  matter. 

It  is  ordered.  This  26th  day  of  August 
1965,  that  the  prehearing  conference 
herein  now  scheduled  for  9  ajn.,  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1965,  is  continued  indefinitely. 

Released:  August  27,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-9299;  Piled,  Sept.  1.  1965; 
8:48  a.m.) 


(Docket  Nos.  15213,  15248;  PCC  65M-1106] 

UNITED  ARTISTS  BROADCASTERS, 
INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  United  Artists 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.,  Docket 
No.  15213,  PUe  No.  BPCT-3166;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station. 

In  re  implication  of  United  Artists 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  Lorain,  Ohio,  Docket 
No.  15248,  PUe  No.  BPCT-3168;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station. 

It  is  ordered.  This  26th  day  of  August 
1965,  on  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own 
motion,  that  the  hearings  in  the  above- 
entitled  matters,  heretofore  postponed 
indefinitely,  shaU  be  conducted  togeUier 
in  a  hemdng  session  commencing  at  10 
am.,  September  9,  1965,  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  offices  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  August  27,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-9300;  Plied,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  am.] 


(Docket  Noe.  16085,  16086;  PCC  65M-1109] 

VICTOR  MANAGEMENT  CO.,  INC., 
AND  JACKSONVILLE  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Victor  Manage¬ 
ment  Co.,  Inc.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Docket 
No.  16085,  FUe  No.  BPH-4647;  Jackson- 
vUle  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  JacksonvUle, 
Ark.,  Docket  No.  16086,  FUe  No.  BPH- 
4839;  for  construction  permits. 


The  captioned  amplications  are  sched¬ 
uled  for  prehearing  conference  on  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1965,  and  hearing  on  October 
4,  1965.  Applicants  are  currently  en¬ 
gaged  in  negotiating  an  agreement, 
which,  it  is  hemed,  will  both  win  approval 
of  the  Commi^on  and  remove  cause  for 
hearing.  All  parties  agree  to  a  continu¬ 
ance  of  conference  and  hearing  dates. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  26th 
day  of  August  1965,  on  the  examiner’s 
own  motion,  that  prehearing  conference 
now  scheduled  for  September  7,  1965,  is 
continued  to  October  7,  1965,  and  that 
hearing,  now  scheduled  for  October  4, 
1965,  is  continued  to  November  4,  1965. 

Released:  August  27,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-9301;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(No.  65-34] 

INDIA,  PAKISTAN,  CEYLON  &  BURMA 
OUTWARD  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  discounting  contract/ 
non-contract  rates  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Item  735,  Note  2,  of  the  India, 
Pakistan,  Ceylon,  and  Burma  Outward 
Freight  Conference  Tariff  No.  10. 

Article  3  of  The  India,  Pakistan, 
Ceylon,  and  Burma  Outward  Freight 
Conference  approved  Agreement  No. 
7690,  as  amended,  provides: 

Members  may  declare  rates  on  specified 
commodities  to  be  “open”  at  may  declare 
the  rates  on  such  commodities,  or  any  of 
them,  to  be  “closed.”  In  the  event  that  the 
rates  on  any  commodities  shall  be  declared 
“open,”  the  conference  tariffs  shall  so  state 
and  shall  designate  the  extent  to  which  the 
conference  shall  have  relinquished  control 
over  the  booking  and  transportation  thereof. 

The  India,  Pakistan,  Ceylon,  and  Bur¬ 
ma  Outward  Freight  Conference  Tariff 
No.  10,  filed  with  the  Commission  with  a 
pubUshed  effective  date  of  July  1,  1961, 
provided  in  Item  No.  735,  Note  3,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  contract  and  non-con- 
tract  rates  on  the  iron  and  steel  articles 
covered  thereby,  as  follows: 

Individual  carriers  may,  at  their  discre¬ 
tion,  discount  these  rates  in  an  amount  not 
exceeding  30  percent.  All  cargo  carried  at 
such  discount  pursuant  to  this  rule  shall  be 
reported  to  the  conference  Secretary  for 
appropriate  filing  with  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board.  Not  applicable  to  ope.,  rates  appear¬ 
ing  in  the  Emergency  Rate  Pages  of  this 
^Tariff. 

The  above  wording  is  now  in  the  tariff  as 
Note  2,  effective  January  28, 1964. 

Under  the  said  Item  735,  Note  2  (form¬ 
erly  Note  3),  the  member  lines,  inde¬ 
pendently  and  severally,  have  discre¬ 
tionary  authority  to  establish  their  own 
rates  on  the  articles  covered  by  the  item, 
provided  the  rates  they  established  are 
within  the  limits  of  a  discount  of  30  per¬ 
cent  on  the  rates  named  in  the  item. 


The  carriers  by  discounting  rates  on 
iron  and  steel  items  up  to  30  percent  may 
be  violating  section  18b(3)  of  the  Act  by 
quoting  rates  not  “specified”  in  tariffs  on 
file  with  the  Commission,  and  section 
18b(2)  by  failing  to  file  rate  increases 
with  the  Commission  30  days  prior  to 
their  effective  dates.  It  also  appears 
that  the  conference’s  practice  of  dis¬ 
counting  iron  and  steel  rates  up  to  30 
percent  may  be  violative  of  section  16 
which  prohibits  common  carriers  from 
giving  any  undue  or  unreasonable  pref¬ 
erence  or  advantage  to  any  particular 
person  or  to  subject  any  particular  per¬ 
son  to  any  unreasonable  prejudice  or 
disadvantage;  and  section  17  of  the  Act 
which  prohibits  common  carriers  from 
collecting  any  rate  which  is  unjustly 
discriminatory  between  shippers. 

The  practice  of  discounting  rates  up  to 
30  percent  on  iron  and  steel  items  under 
dual-rate  coverage  also  raises  the  follow¬ 
ing  additional  issues: 

1.  Has  the  conference  suspended  the 
application  of  the  dual  rate  system  on  the 
iron  and  steel  items  subject  to  Item  735 
and  thereby  “opened  rates”  on  those 
items. 

2.  If  so  must  the  conference  give  90 
days  notice  before  contract  rates  are 
reinstated  on  the  subject  iron  and  steel 
items. 

3.  If  iron  and  steel  rates  under  Item 
735  are  considered  "open”  must  the  con¬ 
ference  tariff  be  ordered  revised  so  that 
each  line  will  name  only  a  single  level 
of  rates  on  the  “open”  items  applicable  to 
all  shippers  without  regard  to  the  con¬ 
ference’s  contract  system. 

4.  Is  the  conference  ccHnplying  with 
section  14b(7)  of  the  Act  which  declares 
that  the  spread  between  ordinary  rates 
and  contract  rates  “shall  in  no  event 
exceed  15  per  centum  of  the  ordinary 
rates.” 

5.  Is  the  conference  complying  with 
section  14b(2)  of  the  Act  which  provides 
that  tariff  rates  shall  not  be  increased 
unless  they  have  been  in  effect  for  at 
least  90  days. 

6.  Is  the  conference  complying  with 
the  Commission’s  decision  in  'The  Dual 
Rate  Cases,  8  FMC,  March  27,  1964,  and 
clause  2(a)  of  the  conference  contract, 
which  provides  that  90  calendar  days' 
notice  will  be  provided  on  all  rate  in¬ 
creases,  insofar  as  those  increases  are 
under  the  control  of  the  carrier. 

It  appearing  that  the  foregoing  in¬ 
volves  questions  of  fact  and  law  which 
can  best  be  resolved  by  an  investigation 
and  hearing: 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  a  proceed¬ 
ing  be  instituted  pursuant  to  section  22 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  to  determine 
whether  the  practices  of  the  conference 
and/or  any  of  its  member  lines  by  ap- 
pl3dng  Item  735,  Note  3  and  more  re¬ 
cently  Note  2,  of  India,  Pakistan,  Ceylon, 
and  Burma  Outward  Freight  Conference 
Freight  Tariff  No.  10,  have  been  in  the 
past  or  are  now  in  violation  of  sections 
14b,  16,  17,  and  18(b)  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  parties 
listed  below  be  made  respondents  in  this 
proceeding; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  mat¬ 
ter  be  assigned  for  hearing  before  an 
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examiner  of  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Hearing  Examiners  at  a  date  and  place 
to  be  hereafter  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  presiding  examiner; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  that  a  copy  thereof  and 
notice  of  hearing  be  served  upon 
respondents: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  any  persons, 
other  than  respondents,  who  desire  to 
become  parties  to  this  proceeding  and 
to  participate  therein,  sh^  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  with  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washingttm, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  September  10, 
1965; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  future 
notices  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Com- 
o^ion  in  this  proceeding,  including  no¬ 
tice  of  time  and  place  of  hearing  or  pre¬ 
hearing  conference,  shall  be  mailed  di¬ 
rectly  to  all  parties  of  record. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

The  India,  Pakistan,  Ceylon,  and  Burma  Out¬ 
ward  Freight  Conference,  James  C.  Pendle¬ 
ton,  Secretary,  11  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  10004. 

American  Export  Isbrandtsen  Lines,  Ameri¬ 
can  Export  Lines,  Inc.,  26  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Hoegh  Lines,  Kerr  Steanoship  Co.,  Inc., 
Agents.  51  Broad  Street.  New  York,  N.Y., 
10004. 

IiUunian  Lines,  Inc.,  States  Marine-Isthmian 
Agency,  Inc.,  90  Broad  Street,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  10004. 

Central  Gulf  Lines,  225  Baronne  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La. 

Nedlloyd  Lines,  Inc.,  25  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  10004. 

Scindia  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.,  United 
States  Navigation  Co.,  Inc.,  Agents,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place.  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004. 

Shipping  Corp.  of  India,  Ltd.  (The) ,  Abaunza 
Steamship  Agency  Corp.,  Agents,  640  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Mart,  New  Orleans,  La., 
70112. 

T.  J.  Stevenson  &  Oo.,  Inc.  (Stevenson  Lines) , 
80  Broad  Street,  New  York.  N.Y.,  10004. 
Hellenic  Lines,  Ltd.,  Furness,  Withy  ft  Co., 
Ltd.,  Agents,  310  Sansome  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  94104. 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  29  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10006. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-0276;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  535] 

OLYMPIC  SHIPPING  CO.,  INC. 

Revocation  of  License 

Whereas,  Olympic  Shipping  Co.,  Inc., 
24  Stone  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  has 
ceased  to  operate  a.s  an  independent 
ocean  freight  forwarder;  and 

Whereas,  by  letter  dated  August  24, 
1965,  Olimapic  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  has  re¬ 
quested  that  its  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  535  be 
cancelled,  effective  Sept^nber  1,  1965; 

Now,  therefore,  by  virtue  of  authority 
vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  sis  set  forth  in  Msmual  of 
Orders,  Cwnmission  Order  201.1  (amend¬ 
ed),  Sui^lement  4,  section  6.03: 

ft  is  ordered.  That  the  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 

No.  170 - 4 


535  of  Olympic  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  be 
and  is  hereby  revoked  effective  12:01 
am.,  September  1,  1965. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  License  No. 
535  be  returned  to  the  Commission  for 
cancellation ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  on  the  licensee. 

Edward  Schmeltzer, 
Director.  Bureau  of 
Domestic  Regulation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9277;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


R.C.D.  SHIPPING  SERVICES 
MEMBER  LINES 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW.. 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Robert  R.  Kreis,  Esquire,  Levin,  Kreis, 

Ruskln  ft  Gyory,  55  Liberty  Street,  New 

York,  N.Y.,  10005. 

Agreement  9490,  entered  into  in  the 
City  of  Istanbul,  Turkey,  between  several 
parties  composed  of  'Turkish,  Iranian, 
and  Pakistan  national  flag  common  car¬ 
riers,  as  directed  by  their  respective  gov¬ 
ernments,  covers  a  “joint  cargo  service” 
to  be  known  as  “R.C.D.  Shipping  Serv¬ 
ices”  in  the  following  trades : 

(a)  From  United  States  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  Coast  Ports  to  the  Turkish  ports  of 
Iskenderun,  Mersin,  Izmir,  and  Istanbul; 

(b)  From  United  States  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  Coast  Ports  to  the  Iranian  ports  of 
Khorramshar,  Bandarshahpur,  Banda- 
rabbas,  and  Bushir ; 

(c)  Prom  United  States  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  Coast  Ports  to  the  Pakistan  ports 
of  Karachi,  Chittagong,  and  Chalna. 

Under  the  Agreement,  the  Joint  Serv¬ 
ice  may  become  a  party  to  and  may  re¬ 
sign  or  withdraw  from  any  lawful  con¬ 
ference,  pooling  agreement  or  other 
agreement  which  may  operate  or  affect 
the  whole  or  any  portion  of  the  above 
trades.  The  Joint  Service  shall  act  as  a 


single  member  of,  or  party  to,  such 
agreements. 

In  the  case  of  any  trades  or  traffic 
within  the  scope  of  this  Agreement  with 
respect  to  which  the  rates,  charges,  and 
practices  are  not  prescribed  by  any  ap¬ 
proved  conference  or  other  approved 
agreement,  and  of  or  to  which  the  Joint 
Service  shall  be  a  member  or  party,  the 
rates,  charges  and  practices  governing 
such  trades  and  traffic  established  shall 
be  governed  by  the  tariff  of  the  Joint 
Service. 

Cargo  covered  by  this  Agreement  shall 
be  apportioned  as  follows: 


R.C.D.  trades 

Total 
percent¬ 
age  of 
joint 
service 
trafUc 

Percentage  of  trade  to  l>e 
carried  by — 

Turkish 

flag 

carriers 

Iranian 

flag 

carriers 

Pakistan 

flag 

carriers 

(a)  Turkish... 

35 

80 

2 

18 

(b)  Iranian...- 

15 

5 

80 

15 

(c)  Pakistan... 

50 

12.5 

4.5 

83 

Sailings  and  space  allocations  shall  be 
scheduled  among  the  respective  Flag  car¬ 
riers  so  as  to  correspond  with  the  above 
proportions  in  each  trade.  The  Agree¬ 
ment  contains  provisions  covering  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  in  the  case  of 
undercarriage  by  a  party. 

The  Agreement  sets  forth  pooling  ar¬ 
rangements  providing  that  the  total  “net 
freights”  on  all  cargo  carried  by  the 
parties  in  the  trades  covered  by  the 
Agreement  shall  be  pooled  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  freights  derived  from  the 
following  cargoes: 

(a)  Refrigerated  cargo. 

(b)  Gold  and  silver  bullion  and  coins. 

(c)  Explosives. 

(d)  Bulk  cargoes  of  grain. 

Each  Flag  Carrier’s  proportionate 
share  of  the  pool  is  in  accordance  with 
the  percentages  set  forth  above  for  the 
arportionment  of  cargo.  Provisions  are 
made  to  cover  instances  of  under  earn¬ 
ings  and  over  earnings  by  a  Flag  Car¬ 
rier.  as  well  as  providing  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  to  the  Joint  Service  Secretariat 
by  the  parties  of  freight  statements  de¬ 
tailing  Information  of  cargo  carried  and 
freight  earned  for  ports  within  the  Joint 
Service. 

Provision  is  made  for  a  Joint  Service 
General  Committee,  an  Executive  Com¬ 
mittee.  the  post  of  General  Manager, 
Secretariat.  Regional  Committees  and 
Port  Agents  Committees.  The  Agree¬ 
ment  contains  a  brief  self -policing  pro¬ 
vision,  and  also  provision  for  suspending 
service  in  any  portion  of  the  Joint  Serv¬ 
ice  affected  in  case  of  war  or  hostilities 
or  other  emergencies  involving  any  of  the 
governments  of  the  Flag  Carriers. 

Any  party  to  the  Agreement  may  with¬ 
draw  from  the  Joint  Service  uix>n  90  days 
written  notice  to  the  General  Manager 
and  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
Any  of  the  Flag  Carriers  shall  have  the 
right  to  include  within  such  Flag  Carrier 
additional  parties  to  this  Agreement. 
Only  companies  owning  vessels  flyii^ 
the  flags  of  the  countries  which  are 
member  nations  of  the  R.C.D.  shall  be 
eligible  to  so  participate. 

The  Agreement  shall  remain  in  force 
until  such  time  as  it  is  canceled  by  ac- 
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tion  of  the  respective  Governments  of 
Tui'key,  Iran,  and  Pakistan.  Means  are 
provided  for  the  settlement  of  disputes. 
The  official  langauge  of  the  Joint  Service 
shall  be  English.  The  Agreement  shall 
not  become  effective  until  approved  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Dated;  August  30,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hxtrney, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-9278;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


TRANS  PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  (x^y  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  Office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Csdif.  Comments  vdth 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  50  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  D.  Dick.  Acting  Chairman /Secretary, 

Trans  Pacific  Freight  Conference  (Hong 

Kong),  P  &  O  BuUdlng,  17th  Floor,  Des 

Voeux  Road  Central,  Hong  Kong,  B.C.C. 

Agreement  No.  14-22  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Trans  Pacific 
Freight  Conference  (Hong  Kong)  super¬ 
sedes  previously  filed  Agreements  14-20 
and  14-21.  The  purpose  of  this  modi¬ 
fication  is  to  restate  and  rearrange  the 
terms  of  the  basic  conference  agreement, 
to  include  Macao  as  a  port  of  origin,  to 
establish  a  self-policing  system,  and  to 
bring  the  admissions,  withdrawls  and  ex¬ 
pulsions  provisions  of  the  agreement  into 
consonance  with  the  Commission’s  Gen- 


Dated:  August  30,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Francis  C.  Huiney, 
Special  Assistant  to  Secretary. 

(FH.  Doc.  66-9279;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.| 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  CP65-140  etc.] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings, 
Permitting  Intervention,  Prescrib¬ 
ing  Procedures,  and  Fixing  Date  of 
Prehearing  Conference 

August  27,  1965. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Docket  No. 
CP65-140;  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Docket  No.  CP65-384;  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Co.,  Docket  No.  CP65-389;  Ashland 
Oil  &  Refining  Co.  (Operator),  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  G-3912;  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas 
Co.  (Operator) ,  et  al..  Docket  Nos.  CI65- 
1267,  CI65-1271. 

Notices  have  been  issued  regarding 
each  of  the  above-entitled  applications 
for  certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  as  well  as  the  petition  filed  in 
Docket  No.  G-3912  for  amendment  of  the 
certificate  previously  issued  therein.’ 

In  Docket  No.  CP65-140  Cities  Service 
Gas  Co.  (Cities)  seeks  a  certificate  au¬ 
thorizing  it  to  sell,  over  a  period  of  three 
years,  20  billion  cubic  feet  of  gas  avail¬ 
able  to  Cities  in  the  Kansas  Hugoton 
Field  to  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 
Co.  Cities  alleges  that  this  short-term 
sale  to  Panhandle  will  aid  it  in  reducing 
the  accumulated  excess  allowables  as¬ 
signed  by  the  State  Corporation  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  State  of  Kansas  (Kansas 
Commission)  to  the  wells  of  the  pro¬ 
ducers  from  wh(mi  Cities  obtains  gas. 

Ashland  Oil  &  Refining  Co.  (Ashland) 
requests  that  its  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
G-3912  be  amended  so  as  to  release  from 
dedicaticm  to  Cities  the  acreage  associ¬ 
ated  with  approximately  8  of  the  119 
wells  located  in  the  Hugoton  Field  on 
the  acreage  in  Grant  County,  Kans., 
from  which  Ashland  presently  delivers 
gas  to  Cities.  Ashland  alleges  that 
Cities’  failure  to  take  the  required  con¬ 
tractual  quantities  of  gas  has  resulted 
in  Ashland’s  wells  having  an  accumu¬ 
lated  underage  on  the  Kansas  Commis¬ 
sion’s  allowable  schedule  approximating 


»  Pertinent  data  regarding  these  notices  are 


38  billion  cubic  feet  and  that  it  does  not 
appear  that  Cities  will  be  able  to  make 
up  this  deficiency  in  the  foreseeable  fu¬ 
ture.  Consequeid;ly,  Ashland  has  in- 
voked  a  section  in  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  Ill  which  permits  it  to 
withdraw  the  acreage  related  to  Cities’ 
failure  to  take,  or  pay  for  if  not  taken, 
certain  minimum  quantities  of  gas  as 
provided  for  in  its  contract  with  Cities. 
Ashland  maintains  that  since  C^ities  has 
refused  to  pay  for  this  contractual  de¬ 
ficiency  that  Ashland  should  be  permit¬ 
ted  to  withdraw  the  requested  amount  of 
acreage  so  that  Ashland  can  seek  an¬ 
other  purchaser  for  this  volume  of  gas 
and  thereby  stop  its  current  loss  of  in¬ 
come  and  protect  its  leases  from  drain¬ 
age. 

In  Docket  No.  CI65-1271  Sinclair  Oil 
&  Gas  Co.  (Sinclair)  requests  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  sales  of 
gas  being  made  to  Cities  from  acreage 
located  in  the  Hugoton  Field  in  Grant 
and  Stanton  Counties,  Kans.,  and  in 
Docket  No.  CI65-1267  Sinclair  seeks  a 
certificate  authorizing  it  to  sell  gas  from 
this  same  acreage  to  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Co.  (El  Paso).  Sinclair’s  contract 
with  El  Paso  dedicates  to  £3  Paso  all 
gas  to  be  developed  and  produced  from 
the  Chase  formation  and  down  to  the 
base  of  the  Council  Grove  formation. 
Sinclair  alleges  in  support  of  its  appli¬ 
cation  to  abandon  sales  to  Cities  that 
El  Paso  hats  notified  it  of  the  exercise 
of  E1‘  Paso’s  first  and  preferential  con¬ 
tractual  right  to  purchase  all  gas-well 
gas  which  might  be  developed  under  the 
39,000  acres  from  which  Sinclair  is  pres¬ 
ently  selling  gas  to  Cities.  Sinclair 
claims  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest 
for  this  contractual  obligation  to  be  hon¬ 
ored  by  Cities  because  the  contract  un¬ 
der  which  the  acreage  was  dedicated  to 
Cities  by  Sinclair’s  predecessor  in  in¬ 
terest,  Western  Natural  Gas  Co.,  was  ex¬ 
pressly  subject  to  El  Paso’s  prior  right 
to  purchase  the  gas  and  because  the  con¬ 
tract  covered  only  a  ten-year  term  which 
expired  April  1,  1960.  Furthermore, 
Sinclair  contends  that  it  cannot  develop 
the  deep  formations  underlying  its  acre¬ 
age  while  Cities  is  the  purchaser  be¬ 
cause  Cities  has  been  unable  to  take  the 
allowables  associated  with  the  shallow 
Chase  formation  and  therefore  can  hard¬ 
ly  be  expected  to  take  gas  which  can  be 
develop^  in  the  deeper  Council  Grove 
formation.  Sinclair  also  points  out  that 
granting  the  abandonment  of  sales  to 
Cities  and  authorizing  sales  to  El  Paso 
instead  will  materially  aid  in  relieving 


forth  in  the  following  tabulation: 


eral  Order  No.  9. 

Notice  of  the  filing  of  the  superseded 
agreements  covering  these  same  changes 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  11,  1964,  and  January  25,  1964, 
respectively.  This  supersedes  and  cor¬ 
rects  notice  published  on  August  10, 
1965;  Volume  30-153;  page  9966  in  which 
the  conference  was  identified  as  the 
Trans-Pacific  Freight  Conference  of 
Japan. 
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or  solving  the  acute  \uiderproduction 
problem  in  the  Kansas  Hugoton  Field. 

As  more  fully  stated  in  the  notices 
heretofore  issued,  El  Paso  proposes  In 
Docket  No.  CP65-384  to  acquire  gather¬ 
ing  facilities  from  Cities  and  to  construct 
and  operate  additional  gathering,  com¬ 
pression,  and  transmission  facilities,  at  a 
total  estimated  cost  of  $4,530,000,  in 
order  to  receive  deliveries  of  gas  from 
Sinclair  for  redelivery  to  Northern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Co.  (Northern)  at  a  point  on 
Northern’s  24-inch  Hugoton-Tate  pipe¬ 
line  in  Grant  County,  Kans.,  in  exchange 
for  like  quantities  of  natural  gas  to  be 
delivered  by  Northern  to  El  Paso  at  El 
Paso’s  Plains  compressor  station  in 
Yoakum  County,  Tex.  In  Docket  No. 
CP65-389  Northern  seeks  authority  to 
perform  this  exchange  agreement  with 
El  Paso  and  to  construct  and  operate  a 
side  valve  and  tap  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $2,780. 

l^parate  petitions  seeking  leave  to 
intervene  in  the  above-described  pro¬ 
ceedings  were  filed  on  the  dates  indicated 
in  the  tabulation  below: 


Names  of  petitioners 

Dockets  in 
which  inter* 
vention  is 
sought 

Filing 

dates 

a-3812 . 

6-  9-65 

Do . 

CP65-384.... 

6-26-66 

Do . 

CP65-389 _ 

6-26-66 

Do . 

CI66-ia67... 

6-26-65 

Do . 

CI66-1271... 

6-26-65 

City  Group  Gas  Defense 

CP66-140..-. 

12-17-64 

Association. 

CP66-384.... 

7-  2-66 

Do . 

CP66-38#. _ 

7-  6-65 

Do . 

CI6IV-1287... 

7-  7-66 

Do . 

0-3912 . 

7-  8-65 

Do . 

CI66-1271... 

7-  8-65 

The  Gas  Service  Co . 

CI66-1271... 

7-  2-66 

Do . 

CI66-1267... 

7-  2-65 

Do . 

CP66-384. _ 

7-  2-66 

Do . 

CP66-389.... 

7-  2-66 

Midwest  Industrial  and  Com- 

CI66-1271... 

7-  1-66 

mercial  Gas  Users  Associa- 

CI65-1267... 

7-  1-66 

tion  and  Sheffield  Division, 

CP66-384 _ 

7-  1-65 

Annco  Steel  Corp.  (four 

CP66-389.... 

7-  1-65 

joint  petittons). 

Pan  American  Petroleum 

CI65-1271... 

7-  8-66 

Corp. 

CI65-1267... 

7-  8-66 

Southern  California  Gas  Co. 

CP65-384.... 

7-  2-66 

and  Southern  Counties  Qas 

CP66-389, 

7-  6-66 

Co.  of  California  (two  joint 

CI66-1267, 

petitions). 

and  CI65- 
1271. 

Texaco,  Tnc . 

C 166-1267 
and  CI65- 
1271. 

7-23-66 

Union  Gas  System,  Inc . 

CI66-1271... 

7-  2-65 

On  July  6,  1965,  the  Missouri  Public 
Service  Commission  filed  separate  no¬ 
tices  of  intervention  in  Docket  Nos. 
CT65-1271,  CI65-1267,  CP65-384,  and 
CP65-389.  The  Kansas  Commission  filed 
separate  notices  of  intervention  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP65-140,  CP65-384,  CP65- 
389.  CI65-1267.  and  CI65-1271  on  De¬ 
cember  11, 1964,  July  2, 1965,  July  8, 1965, 
July  9,  1965,  and  July  12,  1965,  respec¬ 
tively.  On  December  31,  1964,  the  Kan¬ 
sas  Commission  filed  a  withdrawal  of  its 
notice  of  intervention  in  Docket  No. 
CP65-140. 

In  its  petitions  to  intervene  Cities  op¬ 
poses  the  granting  of  all  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  involved  in  this  proceeding  except, 
of  course,  its  own  in  Docket  No.  CP65- 
140.  CTities  claims  that  it  has  taken  suf¬ 
ficient  gas  from  Ashland  to  prevent  Ash¬ 
land  from  being  able  to  rely  on  the  pro¬ 
vision  in  its  contract  with  Cities  per¬ 
mitting  withdrawal  of  acreage.  Cities 
also  claims  that  Ashland  is  not  entitled 
to  withdraw  eight  wells  even  if  the  other 


allegations  in  its  petition  were  true.  Ad¬ 
ditionally.  Cities  contends  that  Ashland 
has  shown  no  market  with  greater  need 
than  Cities  has  for  the  gas  and  that  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  will  not 
permit  the  abandonment  sought  by 
Ashland. 

Although  Cities  disputes  the  accuracy 
of  some  of  the  statements  in  Sinclair’s 
applications.  Cities  primarily  opposes 
Sinclair’s  applications  on  the  ground 
that  Cities  has  relied  upon  gas  produced 
from  Sinclair’s  acreage  to  meet  its  cus¬ 
tomers’  reqmrements  for  about  15  years 
and  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  permit  Sinclair  to 
abandon  these  deliveries  to  Cities. 
Cities’  customers  and  the  Missouri  Com¬ 
mission  generally  support  Cities’  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  granting  of  Sinclair’s  applica¬ 
tion  to  abandon. 

Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  alleges 
that  it  has  several  wells  which  are  con¬ 
nected  with  the  gathering  system  which 
El  Paso  proposes  to  acquire  from  Cities 
and  Pan  American  is  concerned  about 
the  disposition  of  its  gas  in  the  event  Sin¬ 
clair’s  applications  are  granted.  In  its 
petition  to  intervene  Texaco  Inc.  states 
that  it  is  a  non-signatory  coowner 
whose  interest  is  covered  by  Sinclair’s 
filing  of  its  applications  and  that  it 
should  be  permitted  to  Intervene  to  pro¬ 
tect  this  interest. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  The  above-described  applications 
and  the  petition  to  amend  the  certificate 
in  Docket  No.  G-3912  are  related  matters 
which  should  be  heard  on  a  consolidated 
record  as  hereinafter  provided. 

(2)  Although  a  few  of  the  petitions  to 
intervene  and  notices  of  intervention 
were  filed  after  expiration  of  the  last 
date  for  the  filing  of  protests  or  petitions 
to  intervene  as  fixed  in  the  notices  here¬ 
tofore  issued,  good  cause  exists  to  permit 
the  late  filings. 

(3)  It  is  desirable  to  allow  the  compa¬ 
nies  and  associations  which  have  filed  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  to  become  interven¬ 
ers  in  this  proceeding  in  order  that  they 
may  establish  the  facts  and  law  from 
which  the  nature  and  validity  of  their  al¬ 
leged  rights  and  interests  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  and  show  what  further  action  may 
be  appropriate  under  the  circumstances 
in  the  administration  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  applications  for  certificates 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP65-140,  CP65-384.  CP65- 
389,  and  CI65-1267,  the  application  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon  in 
Docket  No.  CI65-1271,  and  the  petition 
for  amendment  of  certificate  in  Docket 
No.  G-3912  are  hereby  consolidated  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  decision  there¬ 
on. 

(B)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  become  interveners 
in  this  consolidated  proceeding  subject 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
participation  of  such  interveners  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  said  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene:  And  provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  such  interveners  shall  not 


be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  they  or  any  of  them  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  or¬ 
ders  of  the  C(xnmission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(C)  All  applicants  and  petitioners  who 
have  filled  an  application  or  petition  in 
one  or  more  dockets  shall  be  considered 
participants  in  all  dockets  consolidated 
herein  without  it  being  necessary  for 
them  to  make  additional  filings  with  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.18  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  before  a  duly  designated  presiding 
examiner  shall  ccmunence  at  10  a.m., 
e.d.s.t.,  on  September  23, 1965,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  ro<»n  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  for  the  purpose  of  effectu¬ 
ating  the  expeditious  disposition  of  this 
consolidate  proceeding.  The  purpose  of 
such  conference  shall  be  to  consider  all 
matters  at  issue  in  the  above-described 
dockets,  to  determine  the  manner  in 
which  evidence  shall  be  presented,  to  fix 
the  date  on  which  the  consolidated  hear¬ 
ing  shall  commence,  and  to  entertain 
adoption  of  any  suggestions  which  may 
exp^ite  the  proceeding. 

(E)  Applicants,  petitioner  in  Docket 
No.  G-3912,  and  all  Interveners  in  sup¬ 
port  of  any  of  the  applicants  shall  file 
and  serve  upon  the  Examiner,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  staff,  and  all  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  their  direct  presentations,  to  be 
relied  on  at  the  hearing,  on  or  before 
September  14, 1965. 

(F)  The  Presiding  Examiner  shall  set 
a  date  for  the  filing  of  any  answering 
evidence. 

(G)  The  applicants  and  petitioner  in 
E>ocket  No.  G-3912  shall,  within  15  days 
after  issuance  of  this  order,  serve  copies 
of  their  applications  or  petition  to  amend 
upon  all  parties  to  this  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding  unless  such  service  has  hereto¬ 
fore  been  made. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IFJl.  Doc.  65-9267:  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP6e-56] 

MILWAUKEE  GAS  LIGHT  CO.  AND 
MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Attgxtst  23, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1965, 
Milwaukee  Gas  Light  Co.  (Applicant), 
626  Eiast  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  53202,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP66-56 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(a) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of 
the  Commission  directing  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Respondent)  to 
establish  physical  connection  of  its 
transmission  facilities  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  of  and  sell  natural  gas 
to  Applicant  for  resale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  hi  the  village  of  Rudolph,  Wood 
County,  Wis.,  and  environs,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
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NOTICES 


is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  that  Respondent 
construct  a  measuring  station  and  a 
four-inch  transmission  main,  the  trans¬ 
mission  main  to  be  constructed  from  a 
point  on  Respondent’s  present  facilities 
which  are  located  approximately  0.3 
mile  west  of  Rudolph  to  the  proposed 
measiulng  station  by  application  of  Re¬ 
spondent’s  “10-cent  formula.”  Also 
proposed  is  the  construction  by  Appli¬ 
cant  of  a  complete  distribution  system  in 
the  village  of  Rudolph,  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired. 

The  total  estimated  volumes  of  gas  in¬ 
volved  to  meet  Applicant’s  annual  and 
maximum  day  requirements  for  the  first 
three  years  of  proposed  operation  in  the 
village  of  RudoUih  are  stated  to  be: 


First 

Second 

Third 

year 

year 

year 

Annaal  (McI) _ 

12,688 

14,901 

16,654 

Peak  day  (Mcf) . . . 

67 

81 

92 

Total  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s 
proposed  distribution  system  Is  $45,611 
and  will  be  financed  with  internal  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
he  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  niles  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  September  23,  1965. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-9268;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  E-7241] 

NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  26, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  20,  1965, 
the  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.  (Niag¬ 
ara  Mohawk) .  filed  an  application  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  seeking 
an  order,  pursuant  to  section  203  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  authorizing  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  all  of  the  facilities  of  Paul 
Smith’s  Electric  Light  &  Power  &  Rail¬ 
road  Co.  (Paul  Smith’s). 

Niagara  Mohawk  is  a  public  utility  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
New  York  with  its  principal  place  of 
business  oflBce  at  S3n*acuse,  N.Y.,  and  is 
engaged  in  the  purchasing,  generation, 
transmission  and  distribution  of  electric 
energy  in  42  counties  in  upstate  New 
York. 

Paul  Smith’s  is  an  electric  corporation, 
unaffiliated  with  Niagara  Mohawk,  which 
both  generates  and  purchases  part  of  its 
power  needs  and  services  approximately 
4,927  customers  by  an  electric  distribu¬ 
tion  system  owned  by  it  in  six  towns  in 
Franklin  County,  two  towns  in  Clinton 
County,  two  towns  in  Essex  County,  one 
town  in  St.  Lawrence  Coimty  and  in  the 
Village  of  Bloomingdale  in  Essex  County, 
the  Village  of  Tupper  Lake  in  Franklin 
County  and  the  Village  of  Saranac  Lake 
in  Franklin  and  Essex  Counties. 

The  facilities  to  be  acquired  include 
all  of  the  operating  facilities  of  Paul 
Smith’s.  Niagara  Mohawk  is  presently 


not  directly  intercoimected  with  the  dis¬ 
tribution  system  of  Paul  Smith’s  except 
that  Niagara  Mohawk  is  connected  with 
electric  facilities  of  New  York  State  Elec¬ 
tric  &  Gas  Corp.  at  or  near  Nicholville, 
N.Y.,  which  latter  corporation  has  an 
interconnection  with  and  sells  and  de¬ 
livers  power  to  Paul  Smith’s  at  a  point 
of  delivery  located  at  Clayburg,  N.Y. 
After  the  acquisition  and  merger  of  Paul 
Smith’s,  Niagara  Mohawk  proposes  to 
interconnect  directly  with  the  distribu¬ 
tion  system  of  Paul  Smith’s  by  means  of 
a  transmission  line  from  its  existing  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Malone,  N.Y.  to  a  point  near 
the  Hamlet  of  Gabriels,  N.Y.  According 
to  the  application,  upon  completion  of 
the  acquisition,  all  customers  of  Paul 
Smith’s  will  forthwith  become  customers 
of  Niagara  Mohawk. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  20,  1965,  file  with  tiie  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  ’The  application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-9269;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 
8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  CP66-55] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  26, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19,  1965, 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (Ap¬ 
plicant).  Post  Office  Box  2511,  Houston, 
Tex.,  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP66-55 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  rendition  of  natural  gas 
storage  service  imder  a  proposed  initial 
Rate  Schedule  SS-E  to  Pennsylvania  Gas 
and  Water  Co.  (Pennsylvania),  an  ex¬ 
isting  customer,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  wliich  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  application  indicates  that  Penn¬ 
sylvania  has  requested  a  Daily  Storage 
Quantity  of  13,500  Mcf  and  a  Winter 
Storage  Quantity  of  1,012,500  Mcf.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  proposed  service 
will  not  require  thr  construction  of  any 
additional  facilities,  as  it  will  utilize  a 
portion  of  the  unallocated  capacity  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CT65-120  and 
will  be  rendered  at  the  existing  point  of 
delivery  to  Pennsylvania. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  September  23. 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 


CJommlssion’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  triplication  if  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  t.inif 
required  herein,  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otiierwise  advised,  it  wUl  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

J.  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-9270;  FUed.  Sc^t.  1.  1946; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  RI68-45] 

T.  L.  ROACH  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 

Rate,  and  Allowing  Rate  Change 

To  Become  Effective  Subject  to 

Refund 

August  26, 1965. 

Respondent  named  herein  has  filed  a 
proposed  change  in  rate  and  charge  of 
a  currently  effective  rate  schedule  for  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  under  Commission 
jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A 
below. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  Is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  a  hearing  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  change,  and  that 
the  supplement  herein  be  suspended  and 
its  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4  and  15,  tlm  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  thereto  (18  C7FR  ch.  I), 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  held  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  change. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  rate  supplement  herein  is 
suspended  and  its  use  deferred  until  date 
shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Until" 
column,  and  thereafter  until  made  ef¬ 
fective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act:  Provided,  however,  'That  the  sup¬ 
plement  to  the  rate  schedule  filed  by 
Respondent  shall  become  effective  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  on  the  date  and  in 
the  manner  herein  prescribed  if  with¬ 
in  20  days  from  the  date  of  the  issuance 
of  this  order  Respondent  shall  execute 
and  file  under  its  above-designated  dock¬ 
et  number  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  its  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  to  comply  with  the  refunding  and 
reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder,  accompanied  by 


Thursday,  September  2,  1965 
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a  certificate  showiiig  service  of  a  copy 
thereof  upon  the  purchaser  under  the 
rate  schedule  involved.  Unless  Respond¬ 
ent  is  advised  to  the  contrary  within  15 
days  after  the  filing  of  Its  agreement 
and  undertaking,  such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  accepted. 


(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Conunission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plement.  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration 
of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 


Federal  Power  Ck>mmission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  In  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  October  13. 
1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  J.  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 


Uoc’kct 

No. 

Respondent 

Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Amount 
of  annual 
increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Date  sus¬ 
pended 
until— 

Cents  per  Mef 

Rate  in  Proposed 

effect  increased 

rate 

BI66-4, 

T.  L.  Roach,  et  al., 
d.b.a.  T.  L.  Roach 
dr  Son,  Post  Office 
Box  1871,  Amarillo, 
Tex.,  79105. 

20 

8 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.>  (Texas  Hugo- 
ton  Field,  Rhemian  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  10). 

$860 

7-29-65 

*8-29-65 

<8-30-65 

•10.0 

“•11.0 

Rate  in 
effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 


I  FbilUps  Petroleum  Co.  reaeUs  the  subject  gas  under  its  FPC  Qas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
4  to  Micbigan-Wisconsin  Pide  Line  Co.  at  a  rate  of  14.21863  cents  per  Mcf  which  is  in 
(Sect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI60-349. 

>  The  stated  effective  date  Is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory 
notiee. 


>  The  suspension  period  is  limited  to  1  day. 

*  Periodic  rate  increase. 

*  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

*  Subject  to  a  deduction  of  0.4466  cent  per  Mcf  for  sour  gas. 


T.  L.  Roach,  et  al.,  doing  business  as  T.  L. 
Roach  &  Son  (Roach)  requests  that  their 
proposed  rate  Increase  be  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  “Immediately.”  Good  cause 
has  not  been  shown  for  waiving  the  30-day 
notice  requirement  provided  In  section  4(d) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  permit  an 'earlier 
effective  date  for  Roach’s  rate  filing  and 
such  request  Is  denied. 

Roach  proposes  an  Increased  rate  of  11.0 
cents  per  Mcf  for  a  wellhead  sale  to  Phillips 
Petroleum  Oo.,  which  gathers  and  processes 
the  gas  and  resells  the  residue  gas  to  Michi- 
gan-Wlsconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.,  at  a  rate  of 
14.21863  cents  per  Mcf  which  is  in  effect 
iubject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI60-349  (a 
lubeequent  rate  Increase  to  15.3831  cents  per 
Mcf  Is  suspended  in  Docket  No.  RI65-526). 
Although  Roach's  pro]X)eed  rate  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  area  increased  rate  celling  of  11.0 
cents  per  Mcf  for  Texas  Railroad  District  No. 
10  as  set  forth  In  the  Commission’s  Statement 
of  General  Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended.  It 
is  suspended  for  one  day  from  August  29, 
1965,  the  date  of  expiration  of  the  statutory 
notice,  because  the  sale  related  thereto  Is 
considered  to  be  for  non-pipeline  quality  gas. 
We  consider  the  area  rate  ceUlng  to  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  sales  of  residue  gas  at  the  outlet 
of  the  plant  which  Is  the  point  of  delivery 
to  the  pipeline  company. 

|P.R.  Doc.  65-9271;  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  RI66-46  etc.] 

SHELL  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates  ^ 

August  26,  1965. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  Increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched¬ 
ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds :  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  hearings  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that  the 
supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders;  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining 


thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
Until”  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f) )  on  or  before  October  13, 
1965. 


By  the  Commission. 
[seal]  J. 


J.  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 


Rat«  Sup- 
Re.spondont  schcd-  ple- 
ule  ment 
No.  No. 


SheU  Oil  Co.  (Opera¬ 
tor),  et  al.,  M  West 
SOth  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  10020. 
The  Superior  Oil  Co., 


1521,  Houston, 

Tex.,  77001. 

Forest  Oil  Corp. 
(Operator),  et  al., 
1^  National  Bank 
of  Conunerce  Bldg., 
San  Antonio,  Tex., 


Purchasor  .and  producing  area 


Effective  Cents  per  Mcf  Rate  in 

Amount  Date  date  Date  sus- _  effect  sub- 

of  annual  filing  unless  pended  ject  to 

increase  tendered  sus-  until —  Rate  in  Proposed  refund  in 

I  pended  effect  increased  docket 

rate  Nos. 


Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.  (Buffalo 
Field,  Harper  County,  Okla.)  (Pan¬ 
handle  Area). 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Beaver 
County,  Okla.)  (Panhandle  Area). 


Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
(Sal  Del  Rev  and  La  Jara  Field, 
Hidalgo  and  Willacy  Counties.  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  4). 


« « •  19. 5 

“  » •  19. 0 

•  •  16. 0 

RI65-235, 

et  aL 

’  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory 
notice. 

•  Periodic  rate  increase. 

*  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

‘  .Subject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

'  Fractured  rate  increase.  Seller  contractually  due  a  periodic  increase  to  23.0  cents 
tier  .Mcf. 


?  Subject  to  additional  payment  for  liquid  hydrocarbons  for  gas  which  is  processed. 

•  Subject  to  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment  for  gas  which  is  not  processed. 

•  Initial  certificated  rate  (basic  contract  provides  (w  Initial  rate  of  21.0  cents  per 
Mcf). 

••  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested  by  Respondent. 


’  Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dispose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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NOTICES 


Shen  on  Co.  (Operator),  et  al.,  (Shell) 
and  The  Superior  Oil  Co.  (Superior)  request 
that  their  proposed  rate  increases  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  of  September  1, 
1965.  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for 
waiving  the  30-day  notice  requirement  pro¬ 
vided  In  section  4(d)  of  the  Natiual  Gas  Act 
to  permit  an  earlier  effective  date  for  Shell 
and  Superior’s  rate  filings  and  such  requests 
are  denied. 

All  of  the  proposed  Increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price  level 
for  Increased  rates  as  set  forth  In  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy  No. 
61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  2A6) . 

[FJL  Doc.  65-8272;  Filed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 

SECURmES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[812-1799] 

NIAGARA  SHARE  CORP.  AND 
CRESCENT  NIAGARA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 

Order  Exempting  Transaction  Be¬ 
tween  AfRIioted  Persons 

August  27, 1965. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Niagara 
Share  Corp.  (“Niagara”),  70  Niagara 
Street.  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  14202,  a  regis¬ 
tered  closed-end  management  non- 
diversffied  investment  company,  and 
Crescent  Niagara  Corp.  (“Crescent”) , 
70  Niagara  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  14202, 
have  filed  a  joint  application  pursuant 
to  section  17(b)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  for  an  order 
of  the  Commission  exempting  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17(a)  of  the  Act 
the  propiosed  purchase  and  sale  of  stock 
described  below.  Section  17  of  the  Act, 
as  here  pertinent,  makes  it  unlawful  for 
Crescent  to  sell  to  or  purchase  from 
Niagara  any  security  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  application  grants  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  prohibition.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
made  therein  which  are  summarized 
below. 

Niagara  owns  all  140,000  outstanding 
shares  of  4%  percent  cumulative  non¬ 
participating  preferred  stock,  $10  par 
value,  and  15,721  of  the  506,333  outstand¬ 
ing  shares  of  the  common  stock  of 
Crescent.  Since  both  the  preferred  and 
the  common  stock  of  Crescent  have  one 
vote  per  share,  Niagara  holds  24.1  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  voting  securities 
of  Crescent  and  therefore  the  two  cor¬ 
porations  are  “aflaUated  p>ersons”  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  Crescent  is  pri¬ 
marily  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
hand  tools. 

Niagara  will  transfer  to  CTrescent 
140,000  shares  of  Crescent’s  preferred 
stock  and  Crescent  will  simultaneously 
issue  to  Niagara  119,000  shares  of  Cres¬ 
cent’s  common  stock.  Upon  completion 
of  the  transaction  Crescent  will  retire 
the  preferred  stock  and  Niagara  will  hold 
for  investment  the  common  stock  so 


Issued,  subject  to  certain  covenants  on 
Crescent’s  part  to  register  the  common 
stock  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
under  certain  circumstances. 

The  agreement  between  Niagara  and 
CTrescent  was  entered  into  on  May  19, 
1965.  The  application  states  that  the 
exchange  ratio  of  0.85  shares  of  common 
stock  for  one  share  of  preferred  stock 
was  accepted  by  the  directors  of  Niagara 
upon  consideration  of  the  following  fac¬ 
tors:  (1)  The  retention  of  the  preferred 
stock  was  contrary  to  the  current  port¬ 
folio  policy  of  investing  in  common 
stocks  or  similar  securities  with  poten¬ 
tial  for  above  average  growth;  (2)  the 
best  available  exchange  appeared  to  be 
for  common  stock  of  Crescent;  and  (3) 
Crescent’s  past  record  of  increasing 
earnings,  its  future  plans  and  the  fur¬ 
ther  increases  in  earnings  expected  by 
its  management  suggested  that  it  would 
be  advantageous  to  forego  the  receipt  of 
current  dividends  on  the  preferred  stock 
for  a  participation  in  Crescent’s  future 
growth  ix>tential  through  its  common 
stock. 

The  application  represents  that  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  merger  are  reason¬ 
able  and  fair  and  do  not  involve  over¬ 
reaching  on  the  part  of  any  person  con¬ 
cerned;  that  the  proposed  exchange  is 
consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  regis¬ 
tered  investment  policy  as  recited  in  its 
registration  statement  and  reports  filed 
imder  the  Act;  and  that  the  proposed 
exchange  is  consistent  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  fiuther  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1965,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  appli¬ 
cants  at  the  addresses  stated  above. 
Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in 
case  of  an  attomey-at-law  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
as  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
upon  the  basis  of  the  information  stated 
in  said  application,  imless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 
issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  66-9266;  FUed,  Sept.  1.  *1966; 

8:46  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

August  30, 1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Lomg-and-Short  Haul 

F5A  No.  39992 — Joint  motor-rOU 
rates — Central  States.  Filed  by  Central 
States  Motor  Freight  Bureau,  Inc., 
agent  (No.  94),  for  Interested  carriers. 
Rates  on  commodities  moving  on  class 
and  commodity  rates  over  joint  routes  of 
applicant  rail  and  motor  carriers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Central  States  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief — Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff — Supplement  9  to  Central  States 
Motor  Freight  Bureau,  Inc.,  agent, 
tariff  MF-ICC  1120. 

FSA  No.  39993 — Class  and  commodity 
rates  from  and  to  Woodlaum,  S.C.  Filed 
by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4759), 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
property  moving  on  class  and  commodity 
rat^,  in  carloads  and  less-than-car- 
loads,  from  or  to  Woodlawn,  S.C.,  on 
.the  one  hand,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief — New  station  and 
grouping. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-9289;  FUed,  Sept.  1,  1966; 

8:48  am.] 

[Notice  38] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  30, 1965. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  imder  the 
new  rules  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (49 
CFR  Part  240) ,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide 
that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  filed  with  the  field 
official  named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  protests  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  ’Ihe  protest  must  be 
specific  as  the  service  which  such  pro- 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must 
consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  (6) 
copies. 


Thursday,  September  2,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


11297 


A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined,  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  field  office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  1827  (Sub-No.  49  TA),  filed 
August  25,  1965.  Applicant:  K.  W.  Mc- 
KEE,  INCORPORATEaD,  2811  Highway 
55,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  55118.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Robert  Elliott,  Jr.,  W- 
1462  First  National  Bank  Building,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  55101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
rehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Automobiles  and  trucks  and  parts 
and  attachments  therefor,  when  moving 
in  the  same  vehicle  therewith,  in  second¬ 
ary  movements,  in  driveaway  service, 
from  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Ford 
Motor  Co.,  The  American  Road,  Dear¬ 
born,  Mich.  Send  protests  to:  C.  H. 
Bergquist,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  448  Federal 
Building,  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  South 
Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55401. 

No.  MC  40388  (Sub-No.  10  TA) .  filed 
August  25,  1965.  Applicant:  BURNS  & 
SIMMONS,  INC.,  Sprout  Brook  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  298,  Peekskill,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Conrad  H. 
Kramer  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  from  North  Rose,  Lyons, 
and  Lyndonville,  N.T.,  to  Hillside,  N.J., 
and  rejected  shipments  of  vinegar,  on  re¬ 
turn,  for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Standard  Brands,  Inc.,  625  Madison  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  N.Y.  Send  protests  to: 
Stephen  P.  Tomany,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

No.  MC  53965  (Sub-No.  43  TA) ,  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  GRAVES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  739  North  10th 
Street.  Post  Office  Drawer  838, ,  Salina, 
Kans.,  67402.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
Street,  Topeka,  Kans.,  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  of  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles)  from  the  plantsite  of  Pro¬ 
ducers  Packing  Co.  at  or  near  Garden 
City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Kansas  (for 
storage  in  transit  and  barge  movements 
outside  the  State  of  Kansas),  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  A.  H.  Goble, 
general  traffic  manager.  Consumers  Co¬ 
operative  Association,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
John  H.  Dohgne,  general  manager.  Pro¬ 
ducers  Packing  Co.,  Garden  City,  Kans. 
Send  protests  to:  I.  C.  Peterson,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Cwnpiiance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 


mission,  309  Federal  BtUlding,  T<^ka, 
Kans.,  M603. 

No.  MC  61506  (Sub-No.  23  TA) ,  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  RUSSELL 
’TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Athens- 
Augusta  Highway,  Post  Office  Box  92, 
Washington,  Ga.  Ai^illcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Floyd  E.  Siefferman,  Jr.,  Suite 
825,  Citizens  &  Southern  National  Bank 
Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30303.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Jet  engine  fuel,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  ’Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  to  Gi-eater 
Greenville-Spartanburg  Airport,  Greer, 
S.C.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper; 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  Domestic  Marketing — 
Southern  Region,  Gulf  Oil  Building,  1375 
Peachtree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  Send 
protests  to;  William  L.  Scroggs,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  680  West  Peachtree  Street  NW., 
Room  300,  Atlanta.  Ga..  30308. 

No.  MC  87720  (Sub-No.  40  TA),  fUed 
August  26.  1965.  Applicant:  BASS 

TRANSPORTA’nON  CO..  INC.,  Star 
Route  A,  Old  Croton  Road,  Remington, 
N.J.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York,  N.Y., 
10006.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Synthetic 
rubber  (except  in  bulk) ,  in  Gaylord  con¬ 
tainers  or  in  bags,  from  Loui^Ue,  Ky., 
to  Cambridge,  Chelsea,  and  Stoughton, 
Mass.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
American  Biltrite  Rubber  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  1071,  Boston,  Mass.,  02103.  Send 
protests  to:  Rayrmond  T.  Jones,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  410  Post  Office  Building.  ’Tren¬ 
ton,  Njr.,  08608. 

No.  MC  103926  (Sub-No.  17  TA) ,  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  W.  T. 
MAYFIELD  SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  3881  Bankhead  Highway, 
Post  Office  Box  2463,  Station  D,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  30318.  Applicant’s  representative: 
W.  H.  Driskell,  traffic  manager  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Concrete  products,  prestressed  and 
precast,  in  truckload  lots,  from  Conley, 
Ga.,  to  Eufaula,  Ala.,  for  120  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  CMI  Concrete  Materials 
of  Georgia,  Inc.,  a  subsidiary  of  Con¬ 
crete  Materials,  Inc.,  Charlotte,  N.C., 
Post  Office  Box  864,  Forest  Park,  Ga. 
Send  protests  to:  William  L.  Scroggs, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  680  West  Peachtree 
Street  NW.,  Room  300,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
30308 

No.  MC  111936  (Sub-No.  9  TA).  filed 
August  25,  1965.  Applicant:  MUR- 
ROW’S  TRANSFER.  INCORPORATED, 
708  West  Fairfield  Road,  Post  Office  Box 
4095,  High  Point,  N.C..  27263.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  H.  R.  Gillespie 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  oiierate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  from  Ra¬ 
leigh  and  Smithfield,  N.C..  to  points  in 
Alabama,  District  of  Columbia,  Rorida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  Delaware,  Illinois, 


Indiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Penn^lvania,  and 
West  Virginia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shliq;>er:  Jcmes  Brothers’  Furniture  Co.. 
Inc.,  Smltiifield,  N.C.  Send  protests  to: 
Archie  W.  Andrews,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  C<»npliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Post 
Office  Box  10885,  Cameron  Village  Sta¬ 
tion,  Raleigh,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114897  (Sub-No.  64  TA) ,  filed 
August  25,  1965.  Applicant;  WHIT- 
PIELD  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  300-316 
North  Clark  Road,  Post  Office  Drawer 
9897,  El  Paso,  Tex.,  79989.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Sheerin,  Tex.,  to 
Alamosa,  Blanca,  and  Center,  Colo.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper;  The 
Shamrock  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
631,  Amarillo,  Tex.,  79105.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Jwry  R.  Murphy,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  109  UJ5.  Courthouse,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  115826  (Sub-No.  82  TA),  filed 
August  27,  1965.  Applicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  1960  31st  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  5088  Terminal  Annex,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  representative; 
James  F.  Digby,  Post  Office  Box  5088 
T.  A.,  Denver,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trangiort- 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  in  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Producers  Packing  Co.  at  or  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Oregon,  Washington,  Utah,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  'V^oming,  California,  and  Nevada, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Producers  Packing  Co.,  Post  Office  Box 
957,  Garden  Cfity,  Kans.  Send  protests 
to:  PaxU  A.  Naughton,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  2022  Federal  Building,  Denver, 
Colo.,  80202. 

No.  MC  127066  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  25,  1965.  Applicant;  AUTO 
DRIVEAWAY  CO.,  INC.,  152  West  42d 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Solomon  Granett,  1740 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passenger  vehicles,  used, 
with  or  without  baggage,  personal  effects, 
pets,  in  driveaway  service,  between  points 
in  the  United  States,  except  Hawaii,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper;  Appli¬ 
cant’s  supporting  statement  and  exhibit 
setting  forth  846  movements  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  New  York  office  of  the 
Commission  named  below,  and  here  in 
Washington.  D.C.  Send  protests  to; 
Stephen  P.  Tcmiany,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

No.  MC  127329  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  G.  T. 
STOVER,  doing  bxisiness  as  AIR  CAR(jKD, 
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1810  Koch’s  Lane,  Quincy,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  L.  Lawley, 
308  Reisch  Building.  Springfield,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (11  Air  compres¬ 
sors,  pumps,  drilling  machines,  parts  and 
components  thereof,  for  air  freight  ship¬ 
ment.  for  account  of  Gardner-Denver 
Co.  from  Quincy.  Ill.,  to  Lambert  Field, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (2)  parts,  components, 
and  hardware  used  in  assembly  of  blow¬ 
ers,  pumps,  drilling  machines,  and  air 
compressors,  for  air  freight  shipment, 
from  Lambert  Field,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to 
Quincy,  Ill.,  for  account  of  Gardner -E)en- 
ver  Co.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Gardner-Denver  Co.,  Quincy,  111., 
62302.  Send  protests  to:  Harold  JoUiff, 
District  Superivsor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Room  476,  325  West 
Adams  Street.  Springfield,  HI.,  62704. 

No.  MC  127425  (Sub-No.  1  TA).  filed 
August  27,  1965.  AppUcant:  JOHN 
BURNETTE,  Box  126,  Conasauga,  Tenn., 
37316.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rough 
and  finished  lumber,  from  Conasauga, 
Tcnn.,  to  Waynesvllle  and  Asheville. 
N.C.;  Cincinnati,  Hamilton,  Dayton,  and 
Columbus,  Ohio;  Warsaw,  Ky.;  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  W.  I.  Dooly.  Conasauga  River 
Lumber  CTo.,  Conasauga.  Tenn.,  37316. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  E.  Gamble.  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  706  U.S.  Courthouse,  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  37203. 

No.  MC  127449  (Sub-No.  1  TA>.  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  O.  J.  PAT¬ 
TERSON  AND  GERALD  DEAN  PAT- 
TERSON,  doing  business  as  PATTER¬ 
SON  FARMS,  R.FX).  No.  2.  Maitland. 
Mo.  Applicant’s  representative:  Max  B. 
Benne,  Mound  City,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transix>rting:  Animal  and  poultry  feed. 
in  bags  and  in  bulk,  from  Sioux  City  and 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Quaker  Oats  Co..  Merchandise  Mart 
PlEiza,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60654.  Send  protests 
to:  B.  J.  Schreier,  District  Sup>ervisor. 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  1100 
Federal  Office  Building,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  64106. 

No.  MC  127511  (Sub-No.  1  TA).  filed 
August  26,  1965.  Applicant:  PRATT’S 
DRAY  h  STORAGE,  INC.,  222  West 
Illinois,  Spearfish,  S.  Dak  ,  57783.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Mead  Bailey,  509 
South  Dakota  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.,  57101.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  household 
goods) ,  between  Red  Water  Spur,  Dead- 
wood,  and  Spearfish,  S.  Dak.,  on  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  in  interstate  commerce,  for 
150  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Wally 
A.  O’Neill,  544  Main  Street,  Spearfish, 
S.  Dak.,  57783,  Geo.  C.  Coates.  110  HUl- 
crest,  Spearfish,  S.  Dak.,  57783,  Ray 
Fidler,  450  7th  Street,  Spearfish,  S.  Dak., 


57783,  Gerald  J.  Junek,  644  West  Jack- 
son  Boulevard,  ^>earfish,  S.  Dak.,  57783. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  L.  Hammond,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations 
and  Compliance.  Interstate  Commerce 
Cmiunlssion.  366^  South  Pierre  Street, 
Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  57501. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

|P.R.  Doc.  65-9200:  Piled.  Sept.  1.  1965: 
8:48  a.m.] 
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MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  30, 1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) .  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-67976.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Alfred  Oldham 
and  Norma  Oldham,  a  partnership,  Mo- 
berly.  Mo.,  of  certificate  in  No.  MC-99110 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  March  6,  1958,  to 
Carver  Mallory,  doing  business  as  Mal¬ 
lory  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  Moberly, 
Mo.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
Household  goods,  between  points  in  a 
specified  part  of  Missouri,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  and  Illinois.  Joseph  R.  Nacy, 
117  West  High  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
352,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  65102,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67978.  By  order  of  August 
20,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Elmer  Asper  James, 
doing  business  as  James  Travel  Tours, 
Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  of  licenses  in  Nos. 
MC-12697  and  MC-12697  (Sub-No.  1). 
issued  October  1,  1959,  and  November  6, 
1962,  respectively,  to  Esther  Briggs  Dea 
James,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  authoriz¬ 
ing  service  as  a  broker  of  passengers,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  except  points  in  Hawaii; 
and  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Utah,  except  Salt  Lake  City,  Idaho,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Nev^a,  and  California,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  all  points  in  the  United  States. 
Irene  Warr,  419  Judge  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-PC-67980.  By  order  of  August 
20,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  tranter  to  Mill  Transportation  Corp., 
Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  of  certificates  In  Nos. 
MC-125982  and  MC-125982  (Sub-No.  2) , 
issued  March  15,  1965,  and  March  17, 


1965,  respectively,  to  Louis  D.  Perret,  m, 
doing  business  as  A.  &  G.  Transport  Co.! 

New  Orleans,  La.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of:  Newsprint  paper,  printing 
paper,  and  groundwood  paper,  from 
Natchez,  Adams  County  Port  at  or  near 
Natchez,  Miss.,  to  specified  points  in 
Louisiana.  Harold  R.  Ainsworth,  2307 
American  Bank  Building,  New  Orleans, 

La,.  70130,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-68045.  By  order  of  August 
25,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  M&M  Truck  Service,  Inc., 
LePanto,  Ark.,  of  permit  in  No.  MC- 
124492  (Sub-No.  1) ,  issued  June  27,  1963, 
to  Harry  Prophit,  doing  business  as  Cla- 
bum  Trucking  Co.,  West  Memphis,  Ark., 
authorizing  the  transportation  of :  Brick, 
title,  and  clay  products,  from  the  plant- 
sites  of  Southern  Brick  ti  Title  Co.,  at 
Byhalia,  Miss.,  and  Clay  Products,  Inc., 
at  Holly  Springs,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Tennessee,  Illinois,  Mississippi, 
Alabama.  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Indiana, 
and  Kentucky,  and  returned  shipments 
to  the  above-specified  plantsites.  R. 
Connor  Wiggins.  Jr..  Suite  909, 100  North 
Main  Building,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-68078.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  involving  dual  au¬ 
thority.  to  Austin  R.  McDevitt  and 
Pauline  A.  Myrick,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  R.  L.  McDevitt  and  Son.  Ells¬ 
worth,  Maine,  of  Certificate  No.  M(^ 
114905  and  Permit  No.  MC-18630,  issued 
August  1,  1955,  and  November  21.  1956, 
respectively,  to  Reginald  L.  McDevitt, 
Austin  K.  McE)evitt  and  Pauline  A.  Me- 
Devitt,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
R.  L.  McDevitt  and  Son,  Ellsworth, 
Maine,  and  the  name  of  one  of  the  part¬ 
ners  was  changed  by  order  entered  April 
14,  1958,  from  Austin  K.  McDevitt  to 
Austin  R.  McDevitt,  authorizing  the  com¬ 
mon  carrier  transpnirtation,  over  regular 
route,  of  general  commodities,  excluding 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  commodities  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  Ellsworth,  Maine,  and  Sullivan 
(Waukeag  Station).  Maine,  serving  the 
intermediate  point  of  Hancock,  Maine; 
and  the  contract  carrier  transportation 
over  irregular  routes,  of  such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery,  and  good  business  houses, 
and,  in  connection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  from  Ellsworth, 
Maine,  to  Woodland,  Calais,  Eastport, 
Lubec,  and  Machais,  in  Washington 
County,  Maine,  and  Blue  Hill,  Bar  Har¬ 
bor,  Mount  Desert,  and  South  West  Har¬ 
bor,  in  Hancock  County,  Maine.  Wil¬ 
liam  D.  Pinansky,  443  Congress  Street. 
Portland,  Maine,  attorney  for  applicants.  I 
No.  MC-PC-68095.  By  order  of  Au-  f 
gust  25.  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap-  | 
proved  the  transfer  to  Earl  J.  Berta  and  r 
Joseph  E.  Berta,  a  partnership,  doing  I 
business  as  Berta  Bros.  Transportation,  I 
Canon  City,  Colo.,  of  the  operating  rights  I 
in  Certificates  Nos.  MC-79737  (Sub-No.  I 
5).  MC-79737  (Sub-No.  7).  MC-79737  t 
(Sub-No.  8),  MC-79737  (Sub-No.  ID.  | 
and  MC-79737  (Sub-No.  13),  issued  r 
October  12.  1954,  April  11,  1956,  March  | 
12,  1957,  January  18,  1961,  and  February 
16, 1965,  to  Southwestern  Transportation  » 
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Co.,  Inc.,  Canon  City,  Colo.,  authorizing 
th^ransportatlon,  over  irregular  routes, 
of:  Building  materials,  lumber,  roofing, 
cement,  plaster,  bricks,  tile,  building 
blocks,  marble,  aggregates,  ores,  lime,  in¬ 
sulation  materials,  soda  ash,  and  perlite, 
between  points  in  Colorado,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  New  Mexico,  Kansas,  Wyoming, 
Nevada,  and  Utah.  John  P.  Thompson, 
450  Capitol  Life  Building,  Denver,  Colo., 
80203,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-68096.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Thurman  Wright 
Shank  and  Francis  Wayne  Shank,  doing 
business  as  T.  W.  &  Wayne  Shank,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC-124618  (Sub-No.  2),  issued 
May  23,  1963,  to  Willard  Sand  and 
Gravel,  Inc.,  Beltsvllle,  Md.,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  Irregular  routes, 
of;  Crushed  stone,  in  dump  or  hopper 
type  vehicles,  from  the  quarry  site  of  the 
Rockville  Ch-ushed  Stone,  Inc.,  located  at 
Rockville,  Md.,  to  points  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  commercial  zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized.  Restriction; 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  the  Rockville  Crushed 
Stone,  Inc.,  of  Rockville,  Md.  Arthur  C. 
Elgin,  1701  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20006,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-68098.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Nielsen  &  Otto, 
Inc.,  Aurora,  Nebr.,  of  the  certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-99440  (Sub-No.  1) 
Issued  November  13,  1963,  to  W.  Gordon 
Otto,  doing  business  as  Otto’s  Service, 
Phillips,  Nebr.,  evidencing  a  right  to  en¬ 
gage  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
in  the  transportation  of:  Commodities 
generally,  except  those  requiring  special 
equipment.  Between  points  and  places 


within  a  35-mlle  radius  of  Phillips, 
Nebr.,  and  between  points  and  places 
within  said  radial  area  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  points  and  places 
in  Nebraska,  over  irregular  routes,  and 
sand  and  gravel  and  road  and  dam  con¬ 
struction  materials,  requiring  the  use  of 
dump  trucks,  between  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  over  irregular  routes.  R.  E. 
Powell,  621  Terminal  Building,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  68508,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-68099.  By  order  of  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Ted  Dunn,  Inc., 
Sus.sex,  N.J.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-116447,  issued  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1961,  to  Clifton  Amott,  Sussex, 
N.J.,  authorizing  the  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of:  Coal,  from 
points  in  Lackawanna  County,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Luzerne  County,  Pa.  (except 
Hazleton,  Pa.,  and  points  within  8  miles 
thereof) ,  to  Andover,  Branchvllle, 
Franklin,  Ogdensburg,  and  Sussex,  N.J, 
Morton  E.  Kiel  and  Bert  Collins,  140 
Cedar  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  represent¬ 
atives  for  applicants. 

IsealI  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-9291:  Piled,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[NoUce  812] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

August  31,  1965. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  new  §  1.247  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  December  3, 

1963,  which  became  effective  January  1, 

1964. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicants,  and  may  include  de¬ 


scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable  to 
the  Commission.  Authority  which  ulti¬ 
mately  may  be  granted  as  a  result  of  the 
applications  here  noticed  will  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  the  phraseology  set  forth 
in  the  application  as  flled,  but  also  will 
eliminate  any  restrictions  which  are  not 
acceptable  to  the  Commission. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  12),  flled  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1965.  Applicant:  Mc<X>R- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA- 
nON,  INC.,  151  Erie  Boulevard, 
Schenectady,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  2001  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Radio-active  source,  special  nuclear  and 
byproducts  materials,  radio-active  ma¬ 
terial  shipping  containers,  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  component  parts  and  related  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  Cattaraugus 
County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States, 
excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  is  to  be  tacked  with  applicant’s  MC 
19157  Sub  11,  wherein  applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  serve  between  Niskayuna 
(Schenectady  County) ,  N.Y.,  and  Milton 
(Saratoga  County),  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  27 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  September  15,  1965,  at  the 
Ofllces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  J.  Thomas  Schneider. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-9327;  PUed,  Sept.  1,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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Latest  Edition  in  the  series  of  ..  . 

PUBLIC  PAPERS  OF  THE  PRESIDENTS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

John  F.  Kennedy,  igdy 

Contains  verbatim  transcripts  of  the  President’s  news  conferences 
and  speeches  and  full  texts  of  messages  to  Congress  and  other  mate¬ 
rials  released  by  the  White  House  during  the  period  January  1- 
November  22, 1963. 

Among  the  478  items  in  the  book  are:  special  messages  to  the 
Congress  on  education,  youth  conservation,  needs  of  the  Nation’s 
senior  citizens,  and  on  improving  the  Nation’s  health ;  radio  and  tele¬ 
vision  addresses  to  the  American  people  on  civil  rights  and  on  the 
nuclear  test  ban  treaty  and  the  tax  reduction  bill;  joint  statements 
with  leaders  of  foreign  governments ;  and  the  President’s  final  remarks 
at  the  breakfast  of  the  Fort  Worth  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Also 
included  is  the  text  of  two  addresses  which  the  President  had  planned 
to  deliver  on  the  day  of  his  assassination;  President  Johnson’s  proc¬ 
lamation  designating  November  25  a  national  day  of  mourning;  and 
remarks  at  the  White  House  ceremony  in  which  President  Kennedy 
was  posthumously  awarded  the  Presidential  Medal  of  Freedom. 

A  valuable  reference  source  for  scholars,  reporters  of  current  affairs 
and  the  events  of  history,  historians,  librarians,  and  Government 
officials. 
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VOLUMES  o/  PUBLIC  PAPERS  o/  the  PRESIDENTS 
currently  available: 

HARRY  S.  TRUMAN: 

1945  . $5.50  1948 _ $9.75 

1946  - $6.00  1949 _ $6.75 

1947  - $5.25  1950 _ $7.75 

DWIGHT  D.  EISENHOWER: 

1953  - $6.75  1957 _ $6.75 

1954  - $7.25  1958 _ $8.25 

1955  - $6.75  1959 _ $7.00 

1956  _ $7.25  1960-61 _ $7.75 

JOHN  F.  KENNEDY: 

1961 _ $9.00  1962 _ $9.00 

1%3 - $9.00 

Volumes  are  published  annually,  soon  after  the  close  of  each  year. 
Earlier  volumes  are  being  issu^  periodically,  beginning  with  1945. 


Contents: 

•  Messages  to  the  Congress 

•  Public  speeches 

•  The  President’s  news  conferences 

•  Radio  and  television  reports  to  die 
American  people 

•  Remarks  to  informal  groups 

•  Public  letters 


Order  from  the:  Superintendent  of  Document* 
Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  D.C  20402 
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